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Also, a bill (H. Il. 26'700) grantillg a pension to Larkin 
nus ·en; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 26701) granting an increase of pension to 
Ilegina F. Palmer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEE of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 26702) granting a pen
sio!l to Stacy Ann Wacker; to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

Ry l\Ir. LlT'l.'LEPAGE: A bill (H. R. 26703) granting an in
crea e of pension to James Youell, alias James .Moses; to the 
Committee on IffrnlW. Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 26704) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Connelly; to the Committee on Innlid Pensions. 

Also. a biJl (H. R 26705) for the relief of the legal repre
sentati1es of George W. l\IcGinnis; to the Committee on War 
Clairn8. 

By 1\Ir. l\IARTIN of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 2G706) 
grnnting an increase of pension to Alonzo Wagoner; to the Com
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By l\lr. NORRIS: A bill (H. R. 26707) granting an increase 
of pension to John H. Yarger; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pen ·ions. 

By . Ir. O'SHAU~"'ESSY: A bill (H. R. 26708) granting an 
increase of pension to MargurHe D. Pollard; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By l\Ir. PALMER: A bill (H. R. 26709) granting a pension to 
Ezra R. Fuller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Al o, a bill ( H. R. 2G710) for the relief of John S. Dorshimer ; 
to the C-0mmittee on l\Iilitary Atrairs. 

By Mr. POST: A bill (H. R. 26711) granting an increase of 
pension to T. J. Lindsey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. n. 26712) granting an increase of pension to 
Zachariah T. Alex:nnder; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 26713) granting a pension 
to George W. Hilton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 26714) granting an increase of pension to 
Newton D. Canh\'ell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 26TI5) granting an increase of pension to 
Lefford l\Iathews: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By l\Ir. SCULLY: A bill (H. R. 26716) granting an increase 
of pension to John I. White; to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sion. 

By l\Ir. SHERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 2G717) granting an in
crea. ·e of pension to Sarah J. Cooper ; to the Committee on In
yalid Pensions. 

Al o, a bill (H. R. 26718) granting an increase of pension to 
Su rah J. Hill; to the Committee on Im·alid Pensions. 

By l\lr. SWITZER: A bill (H. R. 26719) granting a pension 
to James C. Boyd; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 26720) granting a pension to Homer 
Hoo-\'er; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 26721) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander R. Ca ting; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By l\Ir. TILSON: A bill (H. R. 26722) granting an increase of 
pension to John B. Doolittle; to the Committee on Im·alid 
Pensions. 

By l\1r. TOWNER: A bill (H. R. 26723) granting a pension 
to Mary A. :Millsap; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WIIITACRE: A bill (H. R. 26724) granting an in
crease of pension to Chalkley l\Iilbourne; to the Committee on 
Inrnlid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2G72u) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Sap1'l; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

PETITION'S, NI'C. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 

on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 
By the SPEAKER (by request): -i\iemoria1 of the American 

Chamber of Commerce in Paris, favoring the enactment of legis
lation tending to re tore the American merchant marine to its 
former importance; to the Committee on the l\ferchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Evidence to accompany bill (H. R. 
16469) for the relief of Lucien B. Beaumont; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By 1\lr. AYRES: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
New York City, prote ting against the General Board of Ap
prai ers of New York customhouse being placed under control 
of Treasury Department; to the Committee on Expenditures in 
the Treasury Department. 

By l\Ir. DRAPER: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
the State 9f New York, protesting against placing the Board 
of General Appraisers under any department of the Govern
ment; to the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury 
Department. 

Ry l\Ir. ESCH: Petition of business men of Thorp, Strum, 
Elem, Os eo, l\Iondod, Eau Claire, Faircllilu, Greenwood, 

Withee, and Owen, Wis., all asking that the Interstate Co!u
merce Commission be given further power toward controllir:g 
the express rates; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign · 
Commerce. 

By Mr. FOSS: Petition of Lake Michigan Sanitary Associa
tion, Chicago, Ill., favoring an appropriation to im·estigate the 
extent of pollution in the Jake waters; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GARRET".l': Papers to accompany bill granting an 
increase of pension to Daniel II. Rankin; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill.for granting a pension to Levi 
William Walden; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By .Mr. JUAt'l"'N: Petition of the Deep Gulf Waterways Asso
ciation, Little Rock, Ark., relative to the improvement of the · 
Mississippi River and its harb&rs, etc. ; to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Division No. 1, Order of Railway Conductor'. 
prote ting against the passage of the employers' liability and 
wo;..•kmep.'s compensation bill; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary. · -

Also, petition of the Lake l\Iichigan Sanitary Association, Tel
ative to pi:eYenting the pollution of the waters of the Great 
Lakes; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By l\lr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Supreme 
Council of the Order of United Commercial Travelers of Amer
ica, favoring the passage of House bill 17736, changing the let
ter-postage rate to 1 cent; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

Al8o, petition of the Supreme Council of the Order of United 
Commercial Travelers of America, favoring the enactment of 
legislation changing the <late of the national election; to the 
Committee on Election of Pre ident, Vice President, and Repre
sentati1es in Congress. 

By i\lr1 REILLY: Petition of the Supreme Council of the 
Order of United Commercial Travelers of America, favoring the 
reduction of letter-postage rate to 1 cent; to the Committee 0n 
the Post Office and Post !loads. 

Also, petition of the Supreme Council of the Order of United 
Commercial Travelers of America, favoring a change in the 
date of the national election; to the Committee on Election 
of President, Vice Presiuent, and Repre entaH1es in Con
gress. 

By l\Ir. STEPHENS of California : Petition of W. S. Han
cock Council No. 20, Junior Order United American l\Ieclumics, 
Los Angeles, Cal., favoring the passage of Senate bill 3175, for 
restriction of immigration; to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By l\lr. STEPHENS of Texas: Petition of citizens of tbe tWr
teenth congressional district of Texas, favoring pas age of bill 
for eradication of the Rus ian thistle; to the Committee on .Ag
riculture. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of citizens of New York and ritts
burgh, Pa., fa rnring the pa age of House bill 26277, e tablish
ing a United Stat-es Court of A.ppeals; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By l\Ir. TILSON: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
New Haven, Conn., favoring the passage of bill making appro
priation for the improvement of the New Ha1en Harbor; to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

SENATE. 
TnuRsnA.Y, December 5, 19173. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 
LUKE LEA., a Senator from the State of Tennessee, and ·RoBI:RT 

rJ. OWEN, a Senator from the· State of Oklahoma, appeared in 
their seats to-day. . 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
.ANNUAL REPORT OF THE . .ATTORNEY GE?fERAL (Il. DO • NO. D:lO). 

The PRESIDE~'T pro tempore (Mr. BACON) laid before the 
Senate the annual report of the Attorney General for the fiscal 
year ended June 30, 1912, which was ordered to lie on the tnble -
and be printed. 

CITIZENSHIP IN PORTO RICO (S. DOC. NO. DGS). 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com
munication from the Chief of the Bureau of Insular Affair~, 
transmitting, at the request of the Governor of Porto Rico, a 
petition adopted at a mass meeting of workingmen of Porto 
Rico, praying for the enactment of le!tislation granting American 
citizenship to the people of that Territory, \vhich n-a referred . 
to the Committee on Pacitic I land and Porto Rico !lnd ordered 
to be prin tell. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatiyes, by J.C. South, 
its Chier Clerk, transmitted to the Senate resolutions of the 
House on the death of Hon. WELDON BRINTON HEYBURN, late a 
Senator from the State of Idaho. 

The message also transmitted to the Senate resolutions of 
the House on tile death of Hon. ISIDOR RAYNER, late a Senator 
from the State of Maryland. 

The message farther communicated to the Senate the intelli
gence of the death of Hon. GEORGE. HERBERT UTTER, late a Rep
resentattre from the State of Rhode Islancl, and transmitted 
resolutions of the House thereon. 

The message also communicated to the Senate the intelligence 
of the death of Hon. RICII.ARD E. OoNNELL, late a Representatiye 
from the State of New York, and transmitted resolutions of 
the House thereon . 

The message further communicated to the Senate the intelli
gence of the death of Hon. CARL CAREY ANDERSON, late a Repre
sentatiye from the State of Ohio, and transmitted resolutions of 
the House thereon. 

The message also announced that the Ilouse had passed the 
following bills, in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

H. R.16450. An act to punish the unlawful breaking of seals 
of railroad cars containing interstate or foreign shipments, the 
unlawful entering of such cars, the stealing of freight and ex
press packages or baggage or articles in process of transporta
tion in interstate shipment, and the felonious asportation of such 
freight or express ·packages or baggage or articles thei·efrom 
into another district of the United States, and the felonious 
possession or reception of the same ; and . 

H. R.17470. An act to pension ·widow ancl minor children of 
any officer or enlisted man who sened in the War with Spain 
or Philippine insurrection.. 

PETITIONS AND :MEMORIALS. 

l\lr . . BRANDEGEE. I present resolutions adopted by the 
board of directors of the American Institute of Electrical 
Engineers, of New York, relating to the American patent sys: 
tern. I ask that the resolutions be printed in the RECORD and 
referred to the Committee on Patents. · 

There being no objection, the resolutions were referred to the 
Committee on Patents and ordered to be printed in the IlECORD, 
us follows: 

.A::\IEilIC.1N P.ATEXT SYSTE::\I. 

(Resolutions ndopted by the board of directors of the American Institute 
of Electrical Enginee1·s, Nov. 8, l!l12.) 
A~IERIC.A.X lNSTITlJTE OF EL.ECT.RIC.A.L EXGINEERS, 

:Kew York. 
Whereas there are pending before the Congress numerous bills affecting 

. and greatly modifying the patent system in the United Stutes; tJ.nd 
TI- hereas the patent system hns been and is a tremendous factor in 

building up the present industrial prosperity of this country, thereby 
greatly contributing to the prosperity of the country as a whole· and 

Wherens any untoward change in the patent situation mlo-ht disa~
tl'ously affect this condition of industrial and general prosperity and 
the conditions contrilmting to their continual augmentation · and 

WhcL"eas in view of the intimate relation of the patent system to the 
general welfare, no action looking toward any radical change in the 
~~~ent system should l.Je taken 'Tithout most careful consideration; 

Whereas in our opinion proper consideration of such important changes 
as are proposed can be had only by an imbiased. nonpartisan commis· 
~~en v~~ff{i0~P 0~f in~:~e:£"7~ev~~ious walks of life and not from any 

Resolved, That the American Institute of Electrical Engineers actin,.,. 
thl'Ough its offi~ers and board of directors, respectfully nrgc the. Con: 
gress of the Umted States that they provide for a commission made up 
of. unbiased, independent, nonpartisan men of such national standing as 
will command the respect of the whole country, and chosen from differ
ent walks of life, and not more than one from any one calling or inter
est, and serving without pay. Such commission to hold public hearings 
and otherwise, as may appear to them best, to make a thorough and 
careful study of the American patent situation and to prepare and 
submit a compyehensive report and reeommendations to Congress for 
such changes, if any, as may, as the result of thefr study, appear to 
-them expedient, whether in the Patent Offic!e, in the method of court 
procedure. or in the organic patent law, and recommendations as to 
the legislation they would propose for effecting said changes. And that 
we further respectt:ully urge t~at the Congress make ample provision for 
the expenses of sru.d commission ; and be it 

Resolvecl, That we respectfully urge the Congress of the United States 
to h<?ld in abeyance all _proposed_ legislation af!ecting ·the patent system 
lll wnatsoever way until such time as the said commission shall have 
bad ample opportunity to hold the said hearings and make the said 
sh1dy and report ; and be it further 

Resoli;ecl, That these ref;olutions b. e printed and a copy be sent to 
each Senator and Re1wesentative of the linited States who is a member 
of the Senate or llouse Committee on Patents. 

RALPH D. UERSJIO::-f. President. 
l!'. L. IluTcII1xsoN, Sec1·etm·y. 

. ~ l\lr. sur.rnEilLAND presented a petition of the Utah Fec.lem
ti.on of Women's Clubs, ·praying for the estublisllment of agri
cultural extension. llepnrtments in conn~ction with the agricul
tural collcgeR in the severnl States, which was referred to the 
Committee ou 1\grkulture m11l Forestry. 

1\Ir. l\IcLEAN presented a petition of the Chamber of Com
·merce of New Iluven, Conn., praying for the creation of a final 
court of patent appeals, which was referred to the Committee 
on Patents. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
New ·HaYen, Conn., praying that an appropriation ue made for 
the improvement of the harbor at that city, which was referrec.1 
to the Committee on Oommerce. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Maine presented a petition of the con()'re
gation of tile F'irst Baptist Church of Yarmouth, Me., praying 
for the enactment of an interstate liquor Jaw to pre1ent tile 
nullification of State liquor laws by outside dealers, which was 
ordered to lie on the fable. 

JAMES C. ESLOW. 
l\Ir. CLARK of Wyoming, from the Committee on the Judi

ciary, to which was referred the bill (S. G022) for the relief of 
James C. Eslow, asked to be discharged from its further con
sideration and that it be referred to the Committee on Claims 
which was agreed -to. ' 

.AMERICAN RED CROSS. 
l\Ir. CLA.IlK of Wyoming. From the Committee on the Judi

ciary I report back fayorably without amendment the bill (H. R. 
202 7) to amend section 5 of the act entitled "An act to incor
porate the Americun Red Cross," approved January 5, 1905, and 
I ask for its immediate consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to amend 
section G of the act for the incorporation of the Americnn Na
tional Red Cross, approyed January 5, 1905, so that the annual 
meeting of the organization shall hereafter be held on ''ednes
day preceding the second Thursday in the month of December 
in each and every year. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, rend the third time, ancl passetl. 

FERRO LIGIIT STATION, PORTO RICO. 

l\fr. NELSON. From the Committee on Commerce I report 
back fn1orably -without amendment the bill (S. 7G31) to 
authorize the Secretary of Commerce and Labor to purchase 
certain land required for lighthouse purposes at Port Ferro 
Light Station, Porto Rico, and I submit a report (Ko. 1070)
thereon. I ask for the present consideration of the bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Comml.ttee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bil1. 

The bili was reported to the Senate without nmendment, 
or<.lerecl to be engTossell for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed . • 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 

consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 
By l\Ir. C LLO)l : 
A bill (S. 75D9) authorizing the reappointment of Midship

man Walter J. Tigan, recently dismissed from the NR\al 
Academy for hazing; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By 1\Ir. 1\IASSEY : 
A bill ( S. 7GOO )- legalizing certain conveyances heretofore 

made by the Cenh·al Pacific Railroad Co. and others, within the 
State of NeYacla; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By l\fr. LODGE: 
A bill (S. 7G01) granting a pension to Lulu W. Gallagher 

(with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By l\fr. WARREN: 
A bill ( S. 7G02) for the relief of Fred C. and C. Hellen 

Fisher; to the Committee on Public Lands. 
A bill ( S. 7G03) granting an increase of pension to :~\lary A. 

Huubell (with accompanying paper) ; and 
A bill (S. 7G04) granting an increase of pension to Macy E. 

Lafontaine (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

A bill (S. 7GOG) for the relief of Theresa A. l\Iurrny (with 
accompanying papers) ; to tile Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PENROSE: 
A bill ( S. 7GOG) granting an increase of pension to Charles· 

Bridger, alias Charles Mahoney (with accompanying paper) ; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By l\1r. 1\f cLEA.N: 
A bill (S. 7G07) granting an increase of ·pension to ).Jelly L. 

Smith Ford (with accompanying papers) ; and 
A bill (S. 7008) granting an ii;icrease of pension to Eliza J . 

Sparrow (with accompa11ying papers); to the . Committee on 
Pensions: 

By l\lr. STEPHENSON: 
A bill (S. 7609) granting a pension to Mettie I. Lislrnm (with· 

accompanying ef.'lIJers) ; . 
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A bill ("S. 1i610) gl'anting an incrense <Yf pension to Horace L. 
Chadbourne (with accompanying papers); and . 

A bill (S. 7611) granting an increase of pension to Edward R. 
Duclley (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
P~~oo~ , 

By .M:r. JOHNSON of .Maine: 
A bill ( S. 7612) granting an increase of pension to Daniel H. 

Strout (with accompanying papers) ; 
A bill (S. 7613) granting fill increase of pension to Erastus G. 

Cummings (with accompanying paper) ; and 
A bill (S. 7614) granting an increase of pension to Fred F. 

Harris (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
p~~@& • 

Ily Mr. WETMORE : 
A bill ( S. 7615) granting an increase of pension to Lucy H. 

Collins (with accompanying paper); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: 
A bill ( S. 7616) granting a pension to Hu1dah Nesbitt; and 
.A bill (S. 7617) granting an increase of pension to Elisha L. 

.A. hley; to the Committee on Pensions. 
AGBICULTURAL CREDIT SYSTEM (S. DOCS. NOS. !>66 AND 967) . 

i\lr. FLETCHER. I ask to ha\~ pi·inted as a document a pre
liminary report on land and agricultural credit in Europe and 
also a communication from the International Institute of .A.gri
cn1ture, entitled ' The way out of the rat." I ask that they be 
printed separately. 

The PRESIDE?\"T pro tempore. The Senator from Florida 
asks that the two rapers which he has submitted to the Senate 
be each printed as a Senate document. Without objection, it 
will be so ordered. 

LINCOLN MEMORIAL coMirISSION ( s. DQC. 1\0. !>65). 

The PRESIDEKT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
following messnge from the President of the United States, 
which was read, ancl, -on motion of l\fr. CULLOM, was, with the 
accompanying papers and illustrations, referred to the Com
mittee on the Library and ordered to be printed : 
To the Senate -and H01tse of Reprnsentatives: 

T beg herewith to submit a report of the Lincoln Memorial 
Commission and its recommendation upon the location, plan, 
and design .for a memorial in the city of Washington, D . C.~ to 
the memory of Abraham Lincoln, in accordance with an act 
proyiding a commission to secure plans and designs for a monu
ll'.Hmt or memorial to the memory of Abraham Lincoln, ap
vro\ed -February 9, 1911. 

\\TM. H . TAFT. 
Trrn WHITE HOUSE, Decemb:cl' .5, 1912. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

H. R. 16450 . .An act to punish the unlawful breaking of seals 
of railroad cars containing interstate or foreign shipments, the 
unlawful entering of such ears, the stealing of freight and 
' xpre s packages or cuggage or articles in process of transporta
tion in interstate shipment, and the felonious asportation of 
such freight or expre s packages or baggage or articles there
from into another district of the United States, and the felonious 
po es ion or reception '°f the same, was read twice by its title 
and referred to the Committee on Interstate Collllnerce. 

H. R. 17 4 70. An act to pension widow and minor children of 
any officer or enlistE:d man who -served in the '\Var with Spain 
or Philippine insurrection, was read twice by its title and re
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

OMNIBUS CLAIMS BILL. 

Mr. CR.A WFORD. I mo\e that the Senate proceed with the 
further consideration of House bill 19115, known as the omnibus 
claims bill. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate, as in Committee 
of tbe Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. n. 
19115) making appropriation for payment .of certain claims in 
a.ccordance with finding13 of the Court of C1aims reported under 
the provisions of the acts approved March 3, 1883, and l\Iarch 3) 
1 7, and commonly kno~n as the Bowman and the Tucker 
Acts. 

:Mr. CR.A WFORD. Let the reading for the purpose of con
sidering the committee amendments be resumed. 

'l'he PRESIDE.1. ~T pro tempore. The reading of the bill will 
be continued. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill at line 15, on 
page 107. 

'l~he next amendment of the Committee -on C1airus 'Was, on 
pu<7e 107, under the subhead "Vil'ginia," after line 18, to strik~ 
out: 

To the trustees of Oak Gro>e Methodist Episcopal Chnrch, of Reams 
8tation, $800. 

The amendment wns n!!re, d to. 

The next amendment wn:s, at the top of page 108, to strike 
out; 

'l'o the trnstees of St. Paul's Free Chw·ch, of Routts Hills, $000. 
The ameud:moot wns agreed to. · . 
The next amendment was, on page 108, after line 4, to sh·ike 

ont : 
To the trustees of the1 Wilderness Baptist Church, of Spottsylrnnia. 

County, $300. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
T.he nert amendment was, on page 108, after line 8, to strike 

out : 
To the vestry of Aquia Protestant Episcopal Church, of Sta.tiord 

County, ~1,500. 
'l'o the trustees of Berea Baptist Church, of Stafford County, $!300. 
To the trnstees of B:artwood Presbyterian Church, of Stafford County, 

$800. 
To the trustees of Macedonia Methodist Episcopal Church of Sta11'ord 

Count>, $310. ' 
To the trustees of the .fethodist Episcopal Church South, of S tephens 

ru~~~ . 
To the trustees of TL'.inity Lutheran Church, of Stephens City, $;)00. 
To the trnstees of the Presbyterian Church of Strasburg, 730 . 
To the First Baptist Church of SutioJk, $550 . 
To the trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church Soutll, of SnITolk, 

Nansemond {;ounty, $2,100. 
To the trustees of the Providence Methoaist Episcopal Church, ne:u: 

Suffolk, Nansemond County, 890. 
To the vestry of The Plains Episcopal Church, of The Plains, $:530. 
'l'o the trustees cof the Lutheran Clrnrch, of Toms Brook, and tbe 

trustee>! of the Reformed Church, of Toms Brook, successors to ilie 
t'11ion Church, of Toms Brook, l;j2;;0. 
l~. the tru.~es of the Methodist Episcopn.l Church South, of Uni ·on, 

The amendment '\V!lS agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 109, after 1ine 16, to 

strike out : . 
To the n-ustee of th Old School Baptist Church, of pperville. ~250. 
To the trustees -0f the "Methodist Episcopal Chtu·ch South, of Warren-

ton. '$1,HJO. 
To the trustees of the Presbyterian Church of Warrenton, $8!>0. 
To the trustees of the fulptl s t Church of Waterford, ~ 525. 
To the t rustees of the Baptist Church of Williamsburg, $1.540. 
To the trustees of the l\Icthodist Episcopal Church South, of Wil

liamsburg, $1,-300. 
· To the frustees of the Grnce EvangeUcal Lutheran Chmch, of Win
chester, $810. 

To the trus~es of John Mann ~fethodist Episcopal Church (colored) , 
of Winchester, $600. 

To the trustees oi the K<!nt Street Presbyterian Church, of WJ.n
chester, $2,750. 

To the tl'1IStee3 of the Loudoun Street Presbyterian Church, of Win
chester, $2,600. 

To the trustees of the Mnrket Street Methodist Episcopal Church, of 
Winchester, $1,740. 

To the trustees of tbe t. Paul Reformed Church, of Woodstock, • :}25. 
To the trustees of the Presbyterian Church of McDowell, Hlghl:rnd 

County, 150. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment wa , on page 110, ~-fter line 10, to 

insert: 
To the tr·ustees of Chestnut Fork Old School Baptist Church, of Cul

peper County, 1,1 0. 
The amendment was aureed t<>. 
The nert .amendment wus, on puge 110, after line 22, to 

insert: 
. To the trustees of tbe Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Fairfax 
Court House, $1,000. · 

The amendment was .agreed to. 
The next amendment was, at the top of page 111, to insert : 
To the trustees of Warrenton Academy, of Warrenton, 1,200. 
The amendment was agreed to. . 
Th~ :next :imendment was, on page 111) after line 2, to strike 

out; · 
WASlH -GTON. 

To Joseph Hinson, of Pierce County, $115.41. 
'The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the heading "We t Vil·ginia,'1 

on page 111, after Une !}, to strike out : 
To Sarah A. Bodkin. Widow of William Il. Bodkin, deceased, late 01! 

Upshur County. $278 . .50. .' 
'l'o :Mary E. Buckey, of Beverly, $115. I 
To barles Cook, administrator of John Cook, deceased, late of FarettEt 

County, 550. · i 
To Lorenzo D. Corrick, administrator of the e tate of William Cor-4 

rick, deceased, late of 'l'ucker County, 150. I 
To Edward M. Craig, administrator of the estate of Geori;e W . Craig. 

deceased, late of l\Iason County, ·2,114. 
To And1·ew Crou~h, Newton Crouch, and Il. L. Butcher, executors 

of Jacob Crnuch, deceased, lute of Ilandolph County, 3, 710. 
To J ohn T. Sharp, admini trator of the estate of George Dickson:-

decea ed l te of J<'ayette ounty, 99. · 
To John Fitz, executor of Samuel Fitz, deceased, late of Martins· 

burg, $1,200. 
To Mary Foreman. widow of Jacob J. Forema'll, deceased, late o:ll 

Berlrnley County, .;'816. . 
0.L'o Jobn H . );'out. administrator of ·the estate of Gcor"'e Fout, de-4 

ceased, of Grant County, . 7 0. 
'To Mary V. Chambers. admin1stratl"ix of the e~t t e of Lydia Ji,, 

Hockensmith, deceased, late of Jelierson ounty, 3!l;J . 
To T. J. Hudson. administrator of the estate of Jacob W. Hudson. 

deceased, of Lewis County, $15. · 

• 
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To L. H. Kelly, administrator of the estate of John McH. Kelly and 

Allie V. Kelly, deceased, of Braxton County, $535. 
'l'o Joseph Loudermilk, of Momoe County, $530. 
To James S. Luca , administrator of the estate of Catharine S. Lucas, 

deceased, of Jefferson County, $710. 
'.fo Ruth Milbourn. Louise V. Milbourn, and Henry W. hlilbourn, sole 

heir's ·of the estate of Oliver Milbourn, deceased, late of Jefl'erson County, 
430. 

To Sarah Miller, of l\Ionroe County, $620. 
To William W. Myers, executor of James W. Myers, deceased, late of 

Jefferson County, $650. 
To Henry O'Bannon and Wllli.am A. O'Bannon. sole heirs of Alfred 

O'Rannon, deceased, late of Jefferson County, $R04. · 
'.fo J. W. Gardner, administrator of the estate of F. A. Iloeder, de

cea ed. late of Jefferson County, $320. 
To .John T. Sharp, administrator of the estate of John £harp, deceased, 

late of Fayette County, '340. 
To L. H. Briscoe, sole heir of !aria Shirley, deceased, late of Jeffer-

son County, . 260. 
To Joseph C. Smith, of J efferson County, $620. 
To James M. Stephenson, of Mason County, 244. 
To David Tuckwiller and Sarah Bettie Wilson, of Greenbrier County, 

$600. 
To the trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Barbours

ville, JOO. 
To the trustees of the Presbyterian Church of Beverly, $1.500. 
'.fo the trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Bunker Hill, 

$1.000. 
~J the trustees. of the Free ChUl'ch of· Burlington, Mineral County, 

To the trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Charles
to'llO, $600. 

To the trustees of St. John's Episcopal Church, of Charleston, $1,850. 
To the t1·ustees of Zion Protestant Episcopal Church, of Charlestown, 

$540. 
To the trnstees of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Clarks-

bm·g, $1,400. 
To the trustees of the Presbyterian Church of Clarksburg. iJ2:i. 
To the trustees of Elk Branch Presbyterian Church, of Duffields, $GOO. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 114, after line 20', to strike 

out: 
To the trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Flatwoods, $390. 
To the trustees of the Fetterman (now West Main Street) Episcopal 

ChUi'ch, of Grafon, $490. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 115, after line 4, to strike 

out: 
'l'o the trustees of St. John's Protestant Episcopal Church, of Ilar

pe1·. Ferry, 1 ,700. 
To the trustees of the Presbyterian ChUI'ch of Huttonsville, $7!)1. 

. '.fo the trustees of the Trinity Protestant Episcopal Church, of Mar-
trnslrn rg, ~ 1 340. Ig. the tru~tees of the Methodist Protestant Church of Middleway, 

'l'o the trustees of the Presbyterian Church of Moorefield, 1,430. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 115, after line 20, to strike 

out: 
To the trnstees of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Philippi, $GOO. 
To the trustees of the Mount Olivet Primitive Baptist Church, of 

l'hilippi, $250. 
To t he trnstees of the l\Iei.hodist Episcopal Chmch South, of Point 

Pleasant, '1,0!)0. . 
To the trnstees of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, of St. 

Alhan~ . 1,400. 
To the wardens and vestrymen of St. Mark's Protestant Episcopal 

Chlll'ch. of St. Albans, $2,400. 
'l'o the treac;urer of Caledonia Lodge, No. 4, Jndependent Order of 

Odd Fellows, of Shepherdstown, 115. · 
'l'o the trustees of the Presbyterian Church of Springfield, $600. 
To the trnstees of St. John's Catholic Church, of Summer ville, 1,0:50. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 116, after line 14, to strike 

out: 
To the trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Webster, $450. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
'The next amendment was, on page 116, after line 16, to insert: 
To the trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Glen

ville, 800. 
The amendment wa agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 116, after line 1 , to strike 

out: 
WISCOXSIN. 

To Irving V. Bliss, of l\Iilwaukee, $334.22. 
To Ole Jacob on, of Walworth County, $138.78. 
To Hiram F. Lyke, of Waukesha CountJ1, $188.5G. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

. The next amendment was, at the top of page 117, to insert: 
CLAIMS FOR OVERTil\IE DUE EMPLOYEES IN XITED STATES 1\J.\T Y AUDS. 

CALIFORNIA. 

To the following-named persons (representing six claims) the fol
lowing sums, l'e ·pectively, as found by the Court of Claims in the case 
of James Blessington and othe1·s against the United States, for pavment 
for extra labor above the legal day of eight hours at the l\Iare island 
Navy Yard, namely: · 

James Blessington. $701.7G. 
Thomas Coffey, $393.43. 
Nathaniel Damuth, $431.30. 
Thomas W. DL"'Con, $35.10. 
Louisa. Keyes, widow of James H. Keyes, deceased, $487.4!). 
Thomas Ney, $294. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The nexfamendment was to insert after line 19, page 117: 
. To the followi~g-named persons (representing 11 claims) the follow
rng sums, respectively, as found by the Court of Claims in the case of 
Joseph Borton and others against the united State for payment foi
e:i;tra labor above the legal day of eight hours at the _fare Island Na1y 
Yard, namely: 

Ira 1\1. Butler, $146.12. 
Orin S. Cooper, $76.48. 
J. H. Dalton, $467.62. 
Daniel Gray, $81.50. 
William Hooper, 57.17. 
James l\Iacarty, $484.83. 
Jonathan Newcomb, jr., $108.75. 
fra M. Butler, executor of O. H. Butler, deceased, :579.92. 
Margaret Geary, widow of Michael Geary, deceased 275. 
Katherin Lipp, widow of Charles AL Lipp, deceased. 63.9'.!. 
Katherine Maher, widow of John Maher, deceased, 340.6G. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 19, page 118, to insert: 

. To the following-named persons (repregeoting 34 claims) the follow
mg sums, respt;cti>ely, as found by the Court of Claims in the case of 
Ell~n Brew, widow of Frank Brew, deceased, and others against the 
Umted States, for payment for extra labor above the legal day of eight 
boars at the Mare Island Navy Yard, namely: 

Ellen Brew, widow of Frank Brew, deceased, $411.11. 
James Brosanahan, $61.35. 
William A. Brown, $379.96. 
Dorothea T. Bryant, widow of John Bryant, deceased, $333.31. 
Edward Campion. $447.62. 
Henry Cassady, $129.64. 
Dennis Corbett $9.18. 
Kennedy Creighton, $226.28. 
Retta A. Hawes, widow of Henry A. Hawes, decea. ed, $'.!G6.7::>. 
Corlis llinds, $324.53. 
Julia Lee, widow of Edward Lee, deceased, $1!)1.40. 
John Lynch, $84.69. 
Duncan McLean. $514.60. 
Henry MacKenzie. $179.G6. 
Patrick Mayoch, $10.64. 
Charles Ortlieb, -$456.17. 
Elias $hillingsburg, $275.05. 
Ann Sweeney, widow of James Sweeney, deceased, $'.!62.25. 
William H. Taylor, $328.53. 
Patrick O'Pay, 474.89. 
William Farrell, $267.01. 
Charles John Wall, $184.16. 
William A. Brace, $28.25. 
Charles C. Crocker, $337.20. 
Louise T. Farley, widow of D. J. Farley, deceased. $;)12.32. 
Mrs. John "Harvey. widow of John Harvey, deceased, $12.24. 
Mary J. Towle, widow of Benjamin C. Towle, deceased, $78.59. 
George Osborne, $451.86. 
Mary Riley, widow of Theodore Riley, deceased, $406.40 • 
John Thompson, 410.40. 
Rosa King, widow of Joseph King, deceased, $;J6i.G4. 
Albert Sylvester, $241.27. 
John Wise, $19.43. 
Sarah A. Dunbar, widow of Joseph J. Dunbar, deceased. $498.09. 
Olive A. Sides, widow of George E. Sides, deceased, 4 U.21. 
Mary G. Lockwood, widow and executrix of William Harri on Lock· 

wood, deceased, $-:I 38.07. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 121, after line 21, to insert: 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

To the following-named persons (representing 46 claim ) the follow
ing sums, respectively, as found by the Court of Claims in the case of 
Uary E. Alcorn, widow of John Alcorn, deceased, and others against 
the "nited States, for payment for extra labor above the legal day of 
eight hours at the Washington Navy Yard, namely: 

Mary E. Alco.rn, widow of John Alcorn, deceased, $471.78. 
George G. Auguste, $261.7!). 
Adaline Biyens, widow of Thomas H. Bivens, deceased, 22:5.riO. 
Thomas Cheek, 102.G9. 
Albert Dean, $297.94. 
Henry C. 11~owler, $150.lG. 
Charles W. F. Garcia, $72.02. 
l\Iary M. Getzendanner, widow of William Getzendanner, deceased, 

$196.07. 
Thomas S. Gosnell, $201.64. 
Lawrence J. Grant, $34.05. 
Mary J. Haygle, widow of John L. Ilaygle, decea ed, ~300.8'.!. 
William B. Hardester, $1.50. 
Aberrellah Holt, '\'iidow of George C. Holt, deceased, $'.!OU.77. 
Aberrellah Holt, next friend of llannah Davis (insane:), widow ot 

George E. Davis. deceased, 710.40. 
Catherine A. Hnot, widow of George N. Hunt, decea ed, '33D.8G. 
Francis S. Hutchinson, 149.94. 
William H. Hutchin on, 77.85. 
Simpson Johns0n, 195.95. . 
Mary C. Kidwell. widow of William Albert Kidwell, decea ·ed, $'.?03.!)!). 
John H. King, $10.07. 
W. Oscar Knott, $195.83. 
Gertrude Lang, widow of Charles A. Lang, deceased, $;).87. 
Abraham B. Le. callett, $403.81. 
Albert Lewis1 $271.05 . 
Herbert Lewis, $261.84. 
Frank A. Lowe, $304.68. 
Geotge Lowry, 134.52. 
William Luskey, 22.42. 
William L. Mills, $127.27. 
Thomas O'Bl'ien, $106.20. 
Martha E. Osborn, widow of Charles H. Osborn, deceased, $417.00. 
Caleb Pennington, $253.48. . 
George :I. Posey, $159.01 • . 
George Selby, $91.48. 
Anna C: Simmonds, widow of Daniel Simmonds, deceased, $82.GO. 
l\lary E. Smith, widow (remarried) of Louis Brnwning, deceased. 

$1.02. 
Mary A. Smithson. widow of Isaac Smithson, deceased, $220.16. 
John Smallwood, $279.34. 
Mary H. Summers, widow of Edward Summers, decea. ed, $37G.8!J.~ 
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' Mrs. E . Thompson, widow of John H. Thompson, deeea.se<I,; $306.89. 
' John C. White, • 161.62. 

William. T. Hutchinson, administrator of William E. Hutchlnson,, de· 
c.e:ised. $701.92. 
. W. B. Todd, $20.07 

Thomas H. Risler, $::177.42. 
Artemus R. Warfield, 92.67. 
Katie Langley, widow of Robert C. Langley, deceased, $215.3'5. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 125, after line 21, to insert : 
To the following-named persons (representing 93 claims) the follow

ing sums, respectively, as found by the Court of Claims in the- case of 
David Auld and other against the Uni.ted States, for pa~t for e},,-tra 
labor above the legal eight hours at the Washington Navy Yard, 
namely: 

David Auld, $lC>l.10. 
Everette E. Auguste, sole heir of Samuel R. Augrulte, deceased, $293.98. 
Martha E. Burton, widow of John F. Burton, deceased, $481.60. 
Brooks Bmr, .321 .30. 
William W. Boswell, 19.97. 
I aae Eenh~m. $421.38. 
John Beron, $3.61.10. 
Samuel- Brown &tes,. 360.3.2. 
Oliver T. Beaumont, 45.'Zl . 
William F . Brown, $281.13-
Amanda Berkeley, widow of Thomas Berk~ey, deceased, $1G6.26'. 
James T. BeJJ, 97.61. 
Sallie R. Bailey, exe<:utrix of J olln A. Bailey, deceased; $327.45 
P erry Rn.ldwin, $199.97. 
WaH:er Caddington~ $29.80. 
Mary J. Carrico, widow of John H. Carrico, dt>eeased, $12G.57. 
Laura V. Cornelius, widow of James W. Cornelius, deceased, ~420.42. 
Hezekiah J. Cawood, $403.52. 
Sarah E. Cawood, executrix of Philip A . Cawood, dee-cased, $-:l.~G. 
Robert Craig, $7.10. -- '(] 
Peter Cooksey, $187.14. 
George A . Cross, 211.84. 
Edward M:. Cox. 21. 
Robe.rt Campbell, 430.37. 
Pat!'ick Coleman, 310.04. 
Lawrence Callan, 416.32. 
Thomas ~- Duvall, 20&95. 
Ida C. Duvall, administratrix of George Duvall, deeeasecI. $1j9.88~ 
Hester A. Dice, widow of George D. Dice, dee.eased, $449.80. 
Mary E . Dwyer, executrix of Henry F. Dwyer, deceased, $487.46. 
William :b'. Dove, $481.07. 
Sarah Dement, widow of James E . Dement, deeea.sed, $~62 . 8;:;. 
William Ewin, $204.52. 
.Joshua Evans, 373.60-. 
Amelia. V. Edelin. wi<low of George W. Edelin, dee.eased, $"270.~2. 
.John T. Evely, $4~.70. 
Thomas R. Fry, $2.53. 
Fanny Fullalove, ex:ecutrix of James Fullalove, deceased, ~461.08'. 
Andrew Gray, $114.34. 
Mary B. Gill. wid<>w of Willirun Gm, deceased, $322.72. 
Isaac 0. Gordon, 71.25. 
Martha Griffith, widow of Thomas Griffith, decease~ $-348.10-. 
Hkhard· Gates, 192.83. 
John Glasgow, $81.90. 
George W. Gate , $350.19. 
Robert Greenwell, $246.86. 
.Josiah Grny, $13.87. 
.James Griffith, $62.51. 
James Gordon,. 225.90. 
Thomas S. Gonter, • 163.24. 
John T. Harrison, $365.36. 
I saa.c Little, 9·4.17. 
Catherine S. Miller, widow of Samuel Mlller, deceased, $736.82. 
.!ames 0 . Marceron, administratol' of James A. Marceron, deceased, 

476.9-4. 
Howard Miller, $370.56. 
Charles E. Morris, • 43.15. 
Davi on l\IcCullough, $224.60. 
Benjamin McElwee, $274.18. 
Peter McCarthy, $261. 8. 
George W. l\lackabee1 • 139.30. 
Laura McKenney, w1dow of Robert V. McKenney, deceased, $27'.9.08. 
Lillie l\I. Mohler, widow of John II. Baldwin, deceased, $265.75 .. 
William C. l·icholson, $50.78. 
Alfred NaJiy, $159.21. 
Barbara C. Oliver, widow of H . Lewis Oliver, deceased. $U.S.&<>. 
Hemy A. Otterback, 149.67. 
Susan Forts, widow o.f Perry 0 . Ports. d-eeeascd', 503.03. 
Martha .A. Perkins, widow of Samuer F. !'erk.ins. deceasetl.. $377.21: 
Margaret 0. Purcell. widow of James Purcell, deceased. 105.5!). 
Marv M. Padgett, widow of J.ames Padg-ett, decea ed . "123.10. 
Ann"Mar;zaret Russell, executrix of David • '. ltusscll, decease~ ~·;:;38.80. 
Rieha.rd Rigglas, . 231.92-
?ifarcus Richardson, $260.41. 
Tbonas B. Lear, $143.01. 
Ellie S. Sweeney, administratrix of Edwanl Sweeney, decea,cied, 

$4.2!),60. 
Phfiip Sherwood. $226.52. 
John .A. Smith, $22.7 . 
Charles H. o.omi:thson,. $20.38. 
George R. S'i:ew-:irt, "459.84. 
Ann n. Turner, widow of Zachariah A. Ttrrner, deceased, $43ti.1t. 
Eliza P. Walson, executrix of Charles :b"". Walson. $6iH.5.8. 
Margaret St!·eet, widow of James R. Street, deceased .. $478.70 .. 
Belle Steele. executrix of H . N. Steele, deceased', --10".!..4;:;. 
George W. 8tockett, 1.87. 
J . H. 'l'nymnn, 97.85. 
Charles .<\. Tupper, $471.47. 
Benjamin· Va.n Horn $476.25. 
Emma umrle!Jy. widow of J"ohn Umpleby, d ce:u?e11~ u21.4<J. 
James w·atEon, $319.18. 
Elenorn 'Varner, widow of John Warner, deceased~ $4'3"6.05. 
Joseph. Webb, $414.60. 
Ellen Ilowlin~. "\\ldow of William Bowling, deceased, $228.40. 
. James D. Quigley, $477.80. · 
To Ilol.lert A. Barker, 23.37. 
To Charfe P. Morris, 216.43. 

7he amendment was agreed to-. 

The next amemlment wa~; on page 133, after line 18, to insert : 
To the following-nall':.ed per ons (representing 23 claims) the foHow~ 

ing sums, respectively, a.s found by the Court of' Clnims in the case o:t 
Mary F. Smith. administratrix of John. W. Bowling-, deceased, and 
others against th-e United States for payment for extra labor above th-e
legal d'ay oi eight hom-s at the Was.ll.ing_ton Navy Ya.rd, namely : 

Mary F . Smith, ·admini tratri:x- of John W. Bowling, deceased, 0 .-58. 
Edgar Baldwin, $274.81. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I desire to offer an amend.1Il€nt in lieu of 
lines 1 and 2. at the top of page 134. The amendment is made
necessary by the death of the· claimant since the bill wa passed 
th.rough the House. I move to substitute the name I sen<l to the 
desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (l\Ir. CLAPP in the chair) . The 
amendment t<> the- amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 134, lines 1 an<l 2,, it is proposed to· 
strike out: 

Edgar Baldwin, $27 4.81. 
And insert: 
Maria E . Baldwin, widow of Edgar Baldwin, deceased, $274.81. 

The- amendment to the amendment was a 0 -reed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment. 

i of the Committee on Claims was~ on page 134, after line 2, to 
· insert : 
j Marion K. Cross, $11.12. 
i "' G_eorge C. Cumberland, heir at law of George Cumberland', deceased., 
j ~383.90. 

Isabella F. Knott, heir at law of John Cook, deceased, $343.57. 
Rachel Wilker, heir at law of Willi.am Crawford, deceased,. $377.60. 
Caroline Nicholson, daughter: of Joseph H. Carroll, deceased, 355".84. 
Daniel D. Davis, -son of J'ohn T . Davis, deceased, $"414.87. 
Catherine H . Burns, daughter of Coombs Greenwell, decea ed. 450.16. 
Mary J . Holmes-, exectttrir of George- W. Hol~s •. decea ·ed, $3 9.82. 
John A. Lescallett, son of Samuel M. Lescallett, deceased, $132.41t 
James E . Lewis, $133.72. 
Maud' E'. Banker, granddaughter 01· Edward McKenney, d"eceased, 

351.38. 
Robert J. Nicholson, son of Walter Nicholson. deceased, 80.17. 
Robert T. Padgett, heir at law of Robert G. Padgett, deceased, 

$442.36. 
Iargaret O. PlircelL daughter of John Wood, d~eeased, $289.98 . 

Mary A. R. K. Rose and Ann E. Willmuth, daughters of Adam L., 
Rose, deceased,. $66L99 . 

' Joseph J". Spoilen, son of John Spoilen, deceased, $233.64. 
William El. Simpson, son of James E. Simpson, deceased, 100.13. 
Laura Crowther, heir a:t law of Geooge W. Smith, deceased. $258.17. 
Mary E. Smithl daughter of Alexander Sword, decE>ased, 5'39.08. 
Charles M. Sm thson, son ot George Smithson. deceased. 382.26. 
Mary R. Watkins, daughter of- John Johnson, deceased, $548.40. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on pag-e 136, beginning in line 1, to 

· insert : 
To the followil!g-named persons (representing 19 cla.ims) tile follow

i~ sums, respectively, as found by the, Court of Claims in the case of 
William A. Clements and others against the United States, for pay
ment for extra labor above the legal day of eight hours at the Wash
i.ngto.n Navy Ya.rd, namely : 

William A. Clements, $17:t.G3. 
Dennis A. Daily, 76.04 . 
Bartholomew Dig~ins1 $428.78. 
Jnme.s H. J"ones~ 59~46. 
Edward Rockett. $169.60. 
Anton Schladt, $87.82. 
John Simpson, $2-47.55. 
Thomas Wise., $50.3.6~ 
Alice Cleeves, widow of .Arnold Cieeves, deceased1 $14:3.V6. 
Eliza Despeaux, wicfow of Anthony Despeaux, deceased, 357.88. 
Elizabeth Gordon, widow of William Bo1·don~ d ceased, 2.38-. 
Annie D. Keithley, widow of George W: Keithley, deceas ·d, 2:10.78. 
Harriet Lee, widow of' Oscar Lee, $1:72'.98. 
Jane E . M.a.rshall, widow of Chesterfield Marshall, d<'cC'as d, $2.i0.9U'. 
l\Iary . Perkins,. widow (remaFi:ied)· of Thomns . Lyl ... , 3.01.. 
Henrietta H. Stahl, widow of John W- Stall], decC'::t"<'d •. , :141.70. 
Rose L. Wailes. widow of Stephm C. Wailes, deceased, lf5.17. 

harles F. Fugitt, ore- heir of Thomas M. Fugitt. cleean~cd,. $:J.:J4.3T. 
Frank .A. Le.ach, sole: heir of B . W. Leach, de!!ensed, $70..10. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on pugc_137, after lin - 18. to insert : 
To the following-named peTsons (repr-e. enting 5 cTaims) the fol~ 

lowing sums, respectively, as found by the ourt of Claims in the c.a.se 
of Clements T. Dant and others aga1nst the United States, for payment 
for extra labor above the legal day of eight hours at the Washington 
Navy Yard, namely: 

Clements T. Dant, $20.27. 
Margaret H . Hald'erston, widow of Mar-cellus Bnlderston, deceased. 

$77.14. 
Frank Smith, $14.09. 
Edwin B . Arnold and William T. Arnold, sole heirs of Tl10mas o. 

Arnold, deceased, 94.89. 
John C. Keithley, $411.52. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was. on p!lge 13 , after line 6, to insert : 
To tl1' followi:ng-na.med persons (L'epuesenUng 63 cl.a.ims) the fol'

lowing sums, respectively, as found by tile Court af Claims in the cirse 
of Ilober.t Dugan and others against tile United States. fox payment for 
extrn iabor al.Jove the legal day of eigllt hours at tile Washington Navy 
Yard, namely: · 

Hobert Dugan, $24.74 . 
Jennie Oleott, idow (rc-ma1Tied) ot MasseJ' T-~ Quigley, decen.sed, 

$380.86. 
John W. Robertson, $54.59. 
J asper Sarra, $122.GO. 
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Charlotte Butler, widow of Louis Bntler, deceased, '$11.3I. 
Ladd Whiting, $98.DG. 
Louisa Lewis, widow of George Lewis, deceased, $258.71. 
Jefferson W. Cohron, $.57.07. 
Do_rette H. Buscbing, widow of Henry C. Buschin"', deceased, $144..69. 
Ellzabeth J. Ballenger, widow of Ric ha.rd F. Ballenger, deceased, 

$160.70. 
William Bolger, $30.18. 
Emma F. Brown, widow of William Brown, deceased 230.41. 
Patrick Cahill, 83.22. ' 
George T. Dean, . 71.61. 
William L. Fletcher, 2G.18. 
Charles Forrest, 240.u5. 
Martha J. Gill, sister and .sole heir of Samuel F. Gill, deceased, 

$13.13. 
George R. Herbert, 44.13. 
Susannah Harris, widow of Marbury Harris deceased $90.18. 
Powhatan Hall, $384.08. ' ' 
Jame O'Connor, 2".H.48. 
Sarah Price, widow (remarried) of Richard Lano-ley deceased 

$301.45. 
0 

' ' 

Margaret H. Root. widow of Albert L. Iloot, deceased $572.~7. 
Charles H. Venable, 245.25. ' 
George F. Mathieson, 190.37. 
Nora C. Butler, widow of John H. Butler deceased $16G.75. 
Hannah Cook, widow of William H. Cook; deceased' $63. 5. 
Jolm Lanham, 249.32. ' 
Albert A. Leavy, $45.GO. 
John D. Simpson, $33G. J. 
H enry J. Phelps, $285.GS. 
John Cooney, $1.18. 
Almedi,!'l Gm·d~er, widow of James Gardiner, decea ed, 110.42. 
J osephme Wllllams, widow of George A. Williams deceased 175.08. 
l\linnie Holmes, widow of John Holmes, deceased ' 130.42. ' 
Frank Mulhall, $W.96. ' 
Charles B. Prosperi, 3i>.2f>. 
Thomas El. Rockett, 75.41. 
William R. Rockett, $95.21. 
William H. Fitzgerald, $201.!)2. 
Thomas A. Ellis, $2~1.84. . 
Virginia Locke, widow of \\illiam r. Locke, deceased, $174.GS. 
John W. Wood, $217.77. 
James F. Byrne, $35.6fl. 
Catherine R. A. Smith, widow of Samuel M. Smith. decea.sed, $37.49. 
Ann M. Clark, widow of Joshua Clark, deceased $10. 
Juli.a Coxen, widow of Millard F. Coxen, deceased, $5!l.28. 
Indiana Ferguson, widow of William C. Ferguson deceased $'l64.83 
William H. Johnson .. 361.40. ' ' - • 
Valentine Connor, $70.lG. 
Ella Rebecca Landstreet, widow (remarried) of Thomas Myers Down-

ing, deceased, $178.48. 
Georgeanna Better, widow of William H. Better, deceased $60.53 
Ilenry Lowry, 217.62. ' ' 
Susie E. Sears, executrix of Henry Kelley, deceased $490 Q'l 
William E. Peake, $9L72. ' . -· 
John Edwin Simms, $438.34. 
Nellie Anders<?n, widow of Dallas Ander on, deceased $211.58. 
Samuel H. Wilkerson, $79.G8. · ' 
Jacob L. Bright, 251.43. 
Jerome C. Hutton, 107.92. 
Laura V. Hutchinson, widow of James I. Hutchinson, deceased, 

$96.33. 
Daniel Allman, $230.63. 
James Allman, $145.00. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on pnge 143, after line 12, to in

sert: 
To the follo~g-named :persons (representing 30 claim ) the follow

ing sums, respectively, as found by the Court of Claims in the case of 
Richard Emmons and others against the United States. for payment for 
extra labor above the legal day of eight hours at the Washington Navv 
Yard, namely : '"' 

Richard Emmons, . 42:5.84.. 
George C. Acton, $15:.!.57. 
George W. Ballinger, $182.44. 
Edward R. Barbour, $H>3.56. 
James Breast, $419.41. 
George R. Cook, $497. 8. 
Joshua Cooksey, $331.30. 
John D. Davis, $330.13. 
Philip A. Delano, $337. 1. 
Oliver A. Emmons, 106.GO. 
William B. Flood, Gl.SQ. 
Samuel S. Fowler, 5:14 .50. 
Theodore Gates, $227.31. 
Thomas J. Harrison. $28G.47. 
Richard Holland, $222.68. 
John T. Harde ter, $Hl4.1G. 
'Yillia.m Kemp, $380.01. 
William H. Krepps, $22-l.97. 
Abraham Lee, $319.12. 
George E. Luckett, $13G.OG. 
William Morris, $359.98. 
William E. Miller, $367.28. 
Charles JI.I. Nichol on, 192.40. 
John W. Reed, $242.23. 
Richard Smith, 2.''4.04. 
Isaac Scott, 101.83. 
John A. Smith, $194.lG. 
Isaac Smallwood, $80.54. 
Isaac Tillman, $91.27. 
Augustus JI.I. Warfield, $3 2.D!J. 
'.fo Walter H. Evans, $197.70. 
To Wllliam Ev:lilS, 294.93. 
To .Joshua B. Stoops, $202.58. 
To Ln.ura Waddey (widow) and Jennie El. Waddey (daughter), sole 

. heirs of Hod~~on E. 'Yaddey, deceased, lOG.62. 
To Mary r~1bbey Diven, daughter and sole heir ot James O Kibbey 

dee€a ed, $39 .31. · ' 
' 'l'o Emma Heath, daughter and sole heir or Richard Heath deceased 
$350.GG. • , 

To Mary '1'. Russell, daughter and sole heir of Thomas F. Russell, 
deceased, 622.0G. 

To Mary E. Smith, sister and sole heir or Joseph Gibson, deceased, 
$427.G5. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next am{'ndmeut was, on page 147 beo"inninrr in line 1 

to insert : ' :::. 
0 1 

T.o the following-l_lamed persons (representing 41 claims) the fol
lowm~ ;:;ums, respectively, as found by the Court of Claim in the Cllse 
of Wilham W. Langley and others against the United States, for pay
!llent for extra labor above the legal day of ~ght hours at the Wash
rngton Navy Yard, namely: 

John Buckingham, l!\315.70. 
William Breslyn, 9-t. 
Samuel Brown, $29.78. 
Henry S. Berkely. $2G3.80. 
George Conner, $628.84. 
Hamilton Cook, 341.58. 
George F. Cunningham, $:i~7.2G. 
James F. Cunningham, $199.3(). 
Mrs. F.- A. Je:tre~is, widow of William T. Jell'eris, deceased, $512.38. 
Catherine Hutchmson, widow of Philip Hutchinson, deceased,~ G4.68. 
Jose-ph H. Lawrence, $327.76. 
William C. Kellum, $G7.23. 
William W. Langley, $26.8 . 
Katie :McK. Morgan, widow (remarried) of \\illiam Little, deceased, 

$73.72. 
James G. 1\Iurray, ~~95.28. 
James F. Uanning, 112.20. 
William R. R. :Martin, $18G.02. 
Samuel I. Miller, $118.60. 
l\Iary F. Morgan, widow of John T. 1\Iorgan, deceased, $316. 71. 
William McDermott, $404.17. 
John hlcNelley, $243.63. 
George B. Nelson. $203.60. 
Fred Pope, $453.12. 
Benjamin Auguste, $99.43. 
Betty Brown, widow of Amon Brown, decea.sed, $200.GO. 
R. J. Prather, $23.4G. 
Charles G. Robinson, ~3::17.51. 
George Schaffer, 17.62. 
Arthur E. Van R1swick, $8.28. 
Luther Reiley, $56.14. 
William H. Talbert, $308.30. 
Charles T. Morgan, 28.75. 
Benjamin McCathran, 174. 6. 
Barbara Bargee, widow of Edward T. nurgee, deceased, $461.10. 
Thaddeus Shine, $122.93. · 
John E. Nalley, $22.14. 
George W. Richm~md, $87.41. 
Ellen C. Sanderson, widow of 0. Sanderson, deceased, $94.33. 
James Cephus, 203.47. 
Alice Sheffield, widow of George W. Sheffield, deceased, $749.35. 
Mary E. Sulli"rnn, widow of Daniel Sullivan, deceased, 24.37. 
To Sussana R. Lovejoy, widow of John T. Lovejoy, deceased, 364.51. 
To Ada E. Much. widow of George W. Much, deceased, $331.31. 
To William W. Nalley, $188.29. 
To James JU. O'Neill, 224.89. 
To Henry S. Walter, administrator of Adam L. Rose, deceased, 

$GG1.99. 
To Joseph Thompson, $90.28. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 150, after line 22, to insert : 
To the following-named persons (representing 27 claims) the follow

ing sums, respectively, as found by the Court of Claims in the case of 
Alldelina Sca1·f. executrix of Thomas T. Scarf, deceased, and others 
again t the United States, for payment for extra labor above the legal 
day of eight honrs at the Washington Navy Yard, namely: 

Angelina Scarf, executrix: of Thomas T. Scarf, deceased, $208.20. 
William W. Chase, $107.09. 
William H. Bennett, administrator of William Bennett, deceased, 

$447.46. 
Sarah E. Robey, widow of Richard T. Robey, deceased, $10.17. 
F..lizabeth R. Betts, widow of William Betts, deceased, 120.48. 
Elizabeth Bladen, widow of Thomas S. Bladen, deceased, $33.78. 
James Barker, 603.13. 
George F. Waters, $626.72. 
Charles F. Williams, G 41 · .SO. 
William H. Vogelson, 45.63. 
:Margaret F. Watson, widow of William A. Watson, deceased, $249.03. 
Arthur Tudgc, 154.03. 
Sarah J. Barker. wife of William H. Barker, insane, $226.15. 
H. I. Meader, 263.74. 
Sarah JI.I. Sanderson, widow of L. W. Sander on, deceased, $336 10 
Mary Boettcher, executrix: of Frederick Boettcher, deceased 4i 7 55 
l\Iary L. Cissell, widow of Thomas Cissell, deceased, $19S.50. · • 
William W. Burdine, John T. Burdine, Annie Jl.Ior"'an, and Alfroo ll 

Burdine, sole heirs of James "\V. Burdine, deceased, $12.75. • 
Hannah La.ngley, widow of Charles W. Langley, deceased, $422.45. 
John T. Roberts, $60.6D. 
Esther G. Nally, widow of James S. Nally, deceased, $238.50. 
Amanda E. Coates, widow (1·emarrled) of Thomas Ilobey deceased 

$182.21. ' , 
Ceylon Boswell. $12G.4~. 
Peter Bopp, $150.18. 
Emily J. Cannon, wido.w of Joseph Cannon, deceased, 179.13. 
Sarah Ker!lan, executrix of Bernard Kernan, deceased, $30!).39. 
W. C. White, $94.96. 

The amendment was ngreeu to. 
The next amendment was, on page 153, after line 12, to 

insert: 

To Henry Antone, $321.89. 
To Frank Swaris. $2 . 
To Fred Blum. . 211.01. 

FLORIDA.. 

To William Handlon, G.9Q. 
'l'o Margaret A. Jl.Ioungey, Annie Moungey, Alice Moungey, John p 

l\Ioungey, Catherine F. Ka.nen, ancl Junie B-0nd, sole heirs of William 
Moungey, deceased, $14.48. 
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To TJ:twson Turner and William Turner, jr., sole heirs of William 
Turner, deceased, $284:u2. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment "Wa , at the top of page 154, to insert: 
'l'he following-named persons (representing 14 claims) the follow-

ing urns, respectively, as found by the Court of Claims in the case of 
lt'rank Bond and othet·s against the United States, for payment for 
~xtra labor aboye the legal day of eight hours at the ren acola Navy 
Yard, namely: 

Frnnk Bond, . 136.23. 
Mary F'. Boyden, widow of raul Boyden, deceased, ~060.76. 
All:m Bush. 267.03. 
B. P. Chaffin. $158.01. 
Benjamin Dolphin, 46.30. 
Ab1·aham Harri . $184.8!>. 
Peter lla tcher. 224.0u. 
Alfred Jones, $253.77. 
Johanna l\Iasse.v, \'\"idow of James Massey, deceased, $611.06. 
Henry Skeet, 299.42. 
E1hrnrd Sweeney. $82.06. 
John Sweeny, $2!>4.78. 
Lizzie WhP.at, widow of William J. Wheat, deceased, $45 .!J2. 
Cornella lliggin , heir at law of C. A. Higgins, deceased, 72!?.62. 

The amen<lment was agreed to. 
'l'he next amendment was, on page 1u5, aftei' line 6, to insert: 
'Io the following-named per ons (representing 22 claims) the follow-

ing sums, respectively as found by the Court of Claims in the case of 
John P. Capell and others against the nited States, for pa:yment for 
extra labor a!Joye the legal day of eight hours at the l'ensacola Navy 
Yard, namely: 

John l'. Capell, $06.21. 
Peter CmToll, $07.5;:;. 
Frank Eiijah, . 128.27. 
A. G. FcJJ, . 301.45. 
John J. Fell, 550.28. 
William He sion, $447.06. 
William M. John on, '43.!JO. 
T~oughlin Quigley, $2 4.6:5. 
Stephen M. Scarritt, ;J:?S. ;J, 
Heury Smith, • 600.19. 
f,awson '.ftll'Der, 4.2;). 
Hat!ie David on, w~dow of Gam B. Dnxidson, dccensed, ., l:lG.uO. 
Matilda Jackson, widow of IlobC'rt Jackson, deceased, $174.63. 
nerthn McDonald, widow of James A. McDonald, deceased, $1,00!J.87. 
Isabellii l\IcLellan, widow of John ~IcLellan, deceased, 5'450.tiO. 
Catherine J. Ho~·, widow of II. Roy, jr., deceased, $822.50. 
Annie Unger, widow (remarried) of William C. Kelly, decea ed 

$151.27. ' 
Pannic White, widow (remarried) of Alfred Willis, deceased, $:5i'i0.02. 
Pbillit) Walter Jones, G. l!'. Jonei::. Lee L. Jones, Maggie )I. Jones, 

anrt Ella r, .. Tones, Role heir's of .J. W. J"ones, decea ed, ltii.41. 
Maria Robinson, William Ilobinson, and Louis Robinson, sole lleit's of 

Louis Robinson, decea ed, 115.0:!. · 
Fannie parks, Charlotte Saunder . Mary Reese, Gertrude Smith and 

Henry mith, sole heirs of Curtis Smitll, deceased, $462.40. ' 
l\Iat·y Burch and Thomas l!'. Wrighton, sole heirs of Thomas 'Yri"'hton 

deceased, $114.50. "' ' 
To Clarence Marks, $87.24. 
To George 'I'. Clifford, $56.26. 

The am~ndment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 1iJ7, after liue H, to in

sert: 
l\IASSACH'GSETTS. 

To the followincr-named persons (rrpresenting 131 claims) the fol
lowing sum . re. pectinly, a~ found by the Court of Claim. in the case 
of Charle Adams and others against the United States for payment 
f?r ertra labor above the legal day of eight hours at the Boston .1. 'avy 
Yard, namely : 

Charles \.dams, $343.01. 
'I'. A. Bradford. $362. 6. 
Bridget A. Bailey, widow of William Bailey, deceased, 112.'.!0. 
James Edward Bell, William Ilell, and Ellen J. Dow, sole heirs of 

James Bell, deceased, $759.56. · 
Elias Roome, $33. 
John W. Burnham, $!>7.03. 
James D. RatC'man, 1!?5.D3. 
Katherine V. Barrett, admini tratrix of Daniel Barrett, deceased, 
()8.40. 
J"o hua Barker, $320. 
William Bentley, on of 'I'homas Bentley, deceased, $424.!?8. 
Jeremiah L. Bean, 124.41. 
.To hua l'. Bu bee, $31D.6 . 
""illiam B. Bruce, $33 .GO. 
Edward J. Raker, $ 1.66. 
William F. Blake, son of William Blake, deceased, $GD1.86. 
. James Fl Byrne, ' 7.80. 
Lydia l\I. Bolster, widow of Oliver Bolster, deceased, $246.18. ....___ 
Ella A. Rearse, administratrix of Ezra L. ·Hersey, deceased. $GOS.87. 

. · J"ulla Y. Buckley, daughter of John Buckley, deceased, $6!!.48. ·-
Emery Il. Currier, .'174.87. 
William N. urrier, 144.GG. 
• Tohn A.. Cronin, 40.54. 
Jo . A. Ca sidy, 293. 6. 
J"ohn Cutler rn:...1 . 
Arthur B. Ca sidy, 315.42. 
Anne Belle Currier, daughter of Charles H. Currier, deceased, !!77.18. 
William Crosby, $157.16. 
Willlam W. Collier, • 165.18. , 
Sarah J. Clarridge, widow of Frederick Clarridge, deceased, $237.::>2. 
Richard Donahue, $206.12. 
Catherine Donlary, widow of Frank Donlary, deceased, $1D.GO. 
John Davies, $u3.87. 
Henry G. Dwight, " 10!>.3:>. 
Henry DawsoP. $2 9.70. 
Ellen Dillon, wile of James E. Dillon, demented, . 284.31. 
William G. Ewell, executor of Augustus J.:well, deceased, $7:5.Gii. 
J. Homer Eclg rly, brothet· of Hiram O. Edgerly, deceased, $403.89. 
;r. Hornet· Edget·ly, '884.53. 

Elle~ Eaton, Widow or George B. Eaton, deceased, $447.54. 
Damcl F. Egan, $314.40. . 
John L. Frisbee, $614.03. 
Annie Finn, widow of William Finn, de cased, $242.26. 
Charlotte J. Jackson, widow of Nathan B. Jackson, $340.30. 
Josiah D. Folsom, $767.44. 
Fldwin W. Fris!Jee, $103.53. 
John B. ll'itzpatrick, $12:>.!>3. 
James H. 11'inn, $423.71. 
Timothy Guiney, $102.l!l. 
John . Gardner, $201. 7. 
William l<'. Gillings, 77.34. 
Albert S. Greene, $483.0G. 
Daniel Greene, $373.74. 
Alice F. Gates, daughter of Jacob Gates, deceased, $30.J.42. 
Lewis G. Hilton, $378.41. 
Ilenry G. Hich!Jorn, one of the next of kin of William Hich!Jorn, de-

ceased, $806.61. 
l\Iichael H. Hudson, $141.()7. 
Andrew B. Hubbard, son of Ro!Jert H. G. Ilnbbard, deceased, $281.40. 
Thoma-a L . . IIayes, $142.35. 
Mary H. Hutchings, widow of J. Clark Hutchings, deceased, $233.!?0. 
Peter A. Hayes, 290.42. 
George R. Hob!Js, $147.57. 
Marcia E. Hatch, daughter of Zina IL Webber, deceased, 110.40. 
John Handrahan, $330.75. 
Sarnh B. James, sister of James IIutchings, deceased, $30;).59. 
George W. King, $85. 
George H. Kincaid. $65.31. 
.Tohn A. LonJ?, $242.G2. 
William W. Locke, $21.37. 
Caroline ~I. Loring, sister of Frank E. :Melvin, deceased, $113.28. 
Dennis T,owney, S90.39. 
Patrick Leary, $263.22. 
William Mahoney, jr., one or the heirs of William Mahoney, deceased, 

$144.46. 
Mary A. Marrow, heir of John H. Marrow, deceased, $182.45. 
Chal'les P. Morris, $1D7.52. . 
J"ames J. McAuliffe, 4.50. 
Catherine l\Ielvin, daughter of Charles Freeman, deceased, $1'iu.04. 
Theodore A. Melvin, $901.82. 
Hugh P. Mc:Nally, $ S.73. 
Agnes J. Musgrave, heir of Joseph Bibcin, $2:54.36. 
Charles )Lanser, son of Charles C. Manser, deceased, $180.21. 
Mary FJ. Murphy, daughter of Jeremiah Murphy, deceased, 64.11. 
Anna l\I. McLeod, widow of James McLeod, deceased. $51.0G. 
llarriet ~J. l\Ietcalf, widow of William P. Metcalf, • 240.40. 
Mary A. McCarthy, widow of Frank l\IcCartby, $4!>.03. 
T!Jomas Nixon, $404.04. 
.Jobn L. Nicholson. $604.G9. 
llan·Iet R. Newhall, widow of Thomns E. Newhall, decensed, $332.27. 
;!°~8$Ph W. Newhall, one of the heirs of Joseph Newhall, deceased, 

3u.l.tG. 
~fary F. Onrn, sister of Richard Dennis, deceased .. 177.58. 
Allen E. Proctor, heir of James l'. Proctor, decea . ed . 4Ul.44. 
William Proctor, otherwise William H. Proctor, $168.78. 
Geot·ge E. Poor, 323.65. 
CharlC'. W. Pearson

1 
$33.75. 

John M. Pitman, . 'f8.u4. 
William T. Phippin, , 48.76. 
Abbie H. Pedrick and Susan lf. C. Crosby, e:xecutrixes of Jo eph 

Pedrick, deceased, $965. 
Elizabeth M. Preble, executrix of J eremiah Preble, deceased, $4!?3.88. 
:\.ngustine S. Quinn, $125.80. · 
'l'homas Riordan, otberwi e Thomas D. Riordan, $150.74. 
Edward H. Rogers, $356.!?1. 
Joseph 0. Rice, $241.76. 
Emily A. Roberts, widow of John H. Robert , deceased, $8!l8.n;;. 
'.fhomas H. Ramsey. son of Jame lla.m. ey, decea ed, 246.6!) 
John J. Ryan, for Jeremiah J. Ryan, demented, $128.04. · 
Mary Rowley, widow of Michael Rowley, deceased, 261.47. 
Benjamin Roach, 717.35. 
Catherine A. Regan, widow of Cornelius F. Regan, deceased, 144.GG. 
Joseph S. G .• weatt, 258.76. 
Daniel S. Sullivan, $ 2.97. 
Blanche L. and l!'rank Il. Seavey, beil's of Frank Seavey, deceased, 

434.G6. · • 
Charles A . Stebbins, $207.42. 
Winslow Sampson, son of Alden Sampson. deceasPd, $001.82. 

-Benjamin 11'. Sampson, son of Benjamin U. Sampson, d ccC'ased, 
!?12.20. 

William C. Sprague, $204.03. 
Fred S. Soule, son ot Thomas Soule, deceased, $03.43. 
Samuel Staples,- $178.01. 
.Tohn M. Stockmnn, $304.46. 
Robert A. Southworth, admini trator of Alexander Southworth, 

deceased, $362.11. , 
Charles H. Taylor. son of John T. Taylor, deceased, $280.03. 
John Tierney, $88.75. 
Constantine Towle, $9:J.35. 
Iary M. A. Thayet', sister of Daniel J. Huriey, deceased, $37D.4li . 

Annie E. Vincent, daughter of Joseph H. Wainw1·ight, deceased, 
$63.17. 

George T. Wiley, only l.Jeir of Benjamin D. Wiley, deceased, $066.2;5. 
Ft·ank L. Weston, administrator of Samuel E'. Weston, deceased, 

$47!!.50. . 
H arriet Wilson, wirfow of William Wil on deceased, $753.45. · 
.Agnes V. W. wa~lker, sole heir of Reuben Goft', deceased, $358.32 . 
Thomas Ward, $200.55. 
Samuel A. Wright, jr .. son o! Samuel A. Wright, decea ed, $232.::>6. 
John H. Wright, $97.71. 
John Yonkers, $740.81. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
'Ihe next amendment was, ou page 168, after line 17, to insert: 
'l'o the following-named persons repre enting 59 claims) the follow-

ing urns, respectively, as found by the Comt of laims in the case ot 
Mai·y A. F. Barry, widow of Daniel S. Harry, decea ed, and others 
against the L-nited States, for payment for extra labor above the legal 
day of eight hours at the Boston .Navy Yard, namely: 

Mary A. F. Barry. widow of Daniel , . Rarry, dee a ed, $302.10. 
Elizabeth Smith, daughter, and Charles M. Black, son, of John Black, 

deceased, $50. 
Jo eph 0. Briggs, $7!?.77. 
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1\illiam B. Bothamly, $292.77. 
Mary L. Brown, daughter of Joseph- II. Til1, deceased, $273.56. · 
Sarah A. Blandin, executrix of Benjamin A. Blandin, deceased, 

$441.32. 
Charles E. Clark, son of Daniel Pearce Clark, ·deeeased, $330.48. 
Thomas Corley, 125.54. 
W"illiam H. Cate, jr., heir at law of William H. Cate, deceased, 

$67.87. 
Emily 1\1. Carter, widow (remarried) of Alexander B. :Wright, de· 

cea ed, $187.34. 
Mary E. Curry, dau~hter of James Griffin, deceased, $109.78. 
I ·aac Downs, $254.~3 . 
Oti W. Dutton, son of Benjamin Dutton, deceased, $19.87. 
Charles H . Frisbee, son of Henry Frisbee, deceased, $223.06. 
Ellen B. Fisher, daughter of Calvin Lewis, deceased, $257.75. -
Au tena Gundlach, daughter of Thomas J . .McKenna, deceased, $15.75. 
Theodore W. Goodspeed, $83.75. 
Ma1·y J. Gordon, daughter of Timothy J. Mahoney, deceased, $37.62. 
Samuel Grant, $323.93. 
Esther Ann Hudson, daughter of Patrick- Hudson, deceased, $46.06. 
Joseph E. Hoey, $82.93. 
Harriet N. Han com, widow of Alvah Hanscom, deceased, $73.62. 
William P . Holmes, $105.59. 
John H. Holt, $70.68. . 
William T. Harris, $90.43. 
Mrs. C. H. Harper, daughter of Abraham Larkin, deceased, $153.15. 
Benjamin P. Hodgkins, $10.12. 
Christy Hanscom, wi{}ow of Samuel Willard Hanscom, deceased, 

:$412.34. 
Atbelia Hill. widow of George C. Hill, deceased, $77.17. 
Alonzo II. Haynes, $60.50. 
Ellen H. Leighton, daughter of James Chambers, deceased, $3:3.18. 
Adelphus Leavitt, $41.12. · 
George F. Lewis; 128.63. 
A.Ike M. Lowell, daughter of .A.lpheus A. W. Lake, deceased, $530.56. 
Alice M. Lowell, sister of Alpheus A. Lake, deceased, $218.93. 
Timothy W. l\fa.honey. brother of George W. Mahoney, deceased, 

$20!l. 9. . . 
Timothy W. Mahoney, $22!>.57. 
Timothy W. Mahoney, son of Michael K. Mahoney, deceased, $62.40. 
James Mullen, $126.50. . 
Edward ·A. McDonough, $419.6L 
George Morrison, $62.G2. . 
Geor e W. McConnell, son of WJllia.m McConnell, deceased, $112.59. 
Florence Gertrude Magee, granddaughter and sole heir of James .A.. 

German, decea.sed, 183. 
Bridget McNulty, daughter of John Mongan, deceased, $77.03. 
Terence T. Mci~ulty, $167.60. 
Louisa S. Nash, widow of William H. Nasb, deceased, $272.90. 
• Tulia Ryan, widow of Michael Ryan, deceased, $33.02. 
Addie It. Ilice, widow of Benjamin Rice, deceased," $83 .62. 
Matthew Redmond, $171.12. 
Da vid r,, Rigby, ·$211.86. 
.A.lcx:rnder .A.. Selden, $80.10. 
l\lahel F. Swain, granddaughter of Thomas Dunham Rice, deceased, 

~3;)1!.l . 
· Mary A. C. Smith, daughter of George Golbert, deceased, $87.37. 

. Tohn D. Sanborn, 21>5.!>0. · 
Eugene S. Sulliv:i.n, brother of Humphrey J . Sullivan, deceased, 

$71 .GO. 
('hades E. Stone, $78.82. 
George Sh<>rt, 191.6 . 
Eugene S. Sulliv:rn, 41.G2. 
Minnie Swett, daughter of James L. Williams, deceased, $46iJ.92. 
Tlle amendment was agreed to. -
The next amenilinent was on page 173, after line 17, to insert : 
'l'o the following-named persons (representing 24 claims) the fol-

lowing sums, re pecti\·ely, as found by the Ccurt of Claims in the case 
of Alfred D. Bullock and othe.rs against the United States, for payment 
for extra lal>or above the legal day of. eight hours at the Boston Navy 
Yard. namely: 

Alfred D. Bullock, • 232.11. 
Joseph F'. Bakerl' S:H0.77. 
Jolm Clark, $14:!.64. 
William M. Carr, • 79.67. 
Win low L. Crafts, $371.87. 
Charles H. Crocket·, $330.83 i 
Samuel Dwight. 78G.62. 
John Flynn. $400.!14. 
John F. Gilmore, $275.44. 
Henry G. Hichborn. $349.93. 
Patrick Marrow, 171.40. 
Eben P. Oakes $126.7!>. 
Jo~eph Uiley. S418.5D. 
William r. Raymon<l, $381.44. 
Jennie A. awyer. widow of Jefferson Sawyer, deceased, $281.87. · 
George D. V. Smith, $3S. 

he. ·ter R. Streeter, $4 8.10. 
George K. Sawyer .. 31G.43. 
Al bert Sawyer, 413.13._ 
S:imuel J. Cochran, 44.j. 3. 
William H. Rigby, $90;5.78. 
William N. Winter, • 166.66. 
John Ward. $57.75. 
George H. Young, $!>2.81. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 175, after line 19, to insert : 

KEW HAMPSHIRE. 

To the following-named per ons (representing 11 claims) the follow
ing sums. respectively, as found by the Court of Claims in the case of 
Hannah J. Adams, widow of Augustus H. Adams, deceased, and others 
against the nited States, for payment of extra labor above the legal 
day of eight hours at the Portsmouth Navy Yard, namely : 

Hannah J. Adams, widow of Augustus H. Adams, deceased, $87.75. 
George Beal. 8.14. 
Charles S. Hobbs, $290.83. 
Alfred H. Hook, $Gl.16. 
8tacy G. Moran, $32.43. 
Susan Y. Perry.· widow of William H. Perry, deceased, $171.49. 
Sarah ·A. Trefethen, widow (remarried) of Benjamin E . Seaward, de

ceased, $68G.40. 

Rose A. Spinney, widow of William M. Spinney, deceased, $312.93. 
Mai·y A. Willey, widow of Joseph Willey, deceased, $2.93. 
Ivan L. Meloon, $167 .. 10. 
Fred A, Moore, $231.14. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 176, after line 23, to insert: 

· To the following-named persons (revresenting 182 claims) the follow· 
Ing sums, respectively, as found by the Court of Claims in the case of 
Nathan F. Amee and others against the United States for payment for 
extra labor above the legal day 0f eight hours at the Portsmouth Navy 
Yard : · 

Nathan F . Amee, 396.75. 
George A. Adams and Stephen E. Adams, beirs of Albert J. Adams, 

deceased, $365.53. 
Stephen El. Adams, $94.74. 
Mary Jane Anderson, widow of Montgomery Anderson, deceased, 

$308.68. 
George P. Abbott, $132. 
George R. . .A.dams, $166.12. 
Levi Briard, $402.75. 
Lorenzo T. Burham, "116.25. 
Walter Ball, $364 .. 14. 
J ames Boardman, $473.53. 
Albert F . Billings, administrator of Frederick A. Billings, deceased, 

$372.41. 
Hannah .A.. Briard, widow of Robert Briard, deceased, $486.63. 
Charles Bowden, $2.86. 
George D. Boulter, $91.05. 
Walter Ball, John Ball, and Ida A. Bennett, sole heirs of J ohn R. 

Ball, deeeased, $231.40. 
Mrs . .A. .. F . Ball, Mrs. N. S. Perry, and Mrs. E . G. Wright, heirs of 

Michael C. Leary, deceased. $197.12. 
Mary Bright, widow of .John Bright, deceased, $31.33. 
Benjamin F . Bunker. $5G.51. 
John S. Bennett, $5G3.19. 
Charlotte E . Betton. widow of Thornton Betton, deceased, $160.02. 
Eben ll'. Brackett, -128.06. 
John Ball, $310.07. 
Elizabeth L. Brown, widow of Frank S. Browni deceased, $130.12. 
Mary Brown, Mrs. A. T . Hackett, Mrs . .A.. C. P ummer, and Mrs. A. Ii. 

Martin, sole heirs of Franklin K. Brown, deceased, $155.62. 
• Anna A. Brooks, widow of James Brooks, deceased, $!>02.50. 

Levi M. Brook.S, $9.37. 
J. Mahlon Bickford, Albert H . Bickford, Louise II. Brown, and 

Zashews V. Bickford, sole heirs of Joshua Blckfoi:d, deceased, $247.91. 
· Jacob B. Burns, $28.2.5_ .1 

Jacob B. Burns, sole heir of Ezekiel Burns, deceased, $63.70. 
Moses G. Berry, $224.58 . 
Tobias E. Burke, $840.63. 
John W. Chickering, 396.05. 

· Charles W. Coleman, $170.25. · ,,. 
George .A.. Clough, Arthur B. Clough, Roland C. Clough, and Florence 

J. Clough, sole heirs of Elijah Clough, deceased, $345.75. 
· Martha E. Cottle, widow of Olive1· Cottle, deceased, $107.14. 

Mary Jane Curtis, widow of Moses R . Curtis, deceased, $265.92. 
Samuel H. Chauncey, $158.10 . 
Ann E. Colley, widow of William B. Colley, deceased, $413.47. 
Charles C. Dixon, $198.69. 
Lavinia M. Dixon, widow of William M. Dixon, deceased, $172.81. 
Margaret E. Danne, widow of John W. Dunne. deceased, 371.3G. 
Leland W. Davis, Shirley B. Davis, and Lemuel T. Davis, sole heirs of 

Lemuel T. Davis, deceased, $317.80. · 
Thoma w. Ducker and George II. Ducker, sole heirs of Robert 

Dueker, deceased, $312.49. 
William T. Entwistle, 105.02. 
George B . Frost, 109.23. 
Joseph B. Fletcher, 569.27. 
Walter P . IN.tzmaurice. $77.62. 
Henry Fernald, 131.55. 
Frank A. Fagan, $101.26. 
Howard S. Frisbie, $312.45. 
William F. Foye and Ada F . Fore, sole heirs of Stephen J. Foye, 

deceased, $294.97. 
Emma D. Flagg, widow of John H . Flagg, deceased, $338.07. 
George W. Foote, $190.68. 
William J. Frost, $56.31. 
Dennis Flynn, $54.22. 
Josiah Fernald, otherwise Josiah W. Fernald, $49.87. 
Oliver G. Fernald, $688.73. 
S. Elizabeth Fernald, widow of William A. Fernald, deceased, $6-13.40. 
Levi L. Goodrich, $429.65. 
George W. Green, $511.4G. 
John .A... George, $551.23. 
Lewis B. Gerrish. $328.30. 
J ohn Glover, $647.93. 
Lizzie L. Gatchell, widow of Jessie H. Gatchell, deceased, 79.87. 
Mary 0. Gray, widow of Walter S. Gray, deceased, $257.61. 
George A. Genthner, $102.28. 
Charles L. Glines, '235.87. 
Mary D . Goodspeed, widow of · Burbank S. Goodspeed, deceased, $327. 
Mai·y E. Goss, widow of Alfred S. Goss, deceased, ·si.s2. 
Josephine Gardner, widow of Willirun H . Gardner, deceased, 420.37. 
George H. Hayes, $351.53. 
Elizabeth H . Hanscom, widow of Jackson A. Hanscom, deceased, 

$1G0.16. 
Freeman Hurd, $158.47. 
Lucinda A. Hayes, widow of Charles E. Hares, deceased, $1D0.2G. 
Ira Hanscom, $164.02. 
C. Dwight Hanscom and Albert H . Hanscom, executors of ·athan.iel 

Hanscom, deceased, $152.01. 
Margaret P . Humphreys, Widow of George Humphreys, deceased, 

$274.1~. 
Mary .A.. Hersey, widow of George L . He1·sey, deceased, $G3.20. 
Mabel Idella Hayes, guardian of Roy C. l'hilbrick, sole beir of 

Ilobert S. Philbrick, deceased, $246.06. 
Samuel M. Joy, 204.94. 
Walter S. Jackson and Ernest Jackson, two of the heirs of Zina H . 

Jackson, tleceased, $~91.59. 
Mrs. William S. ;Jackson, widow of Wi1liam S. J'ackso!l, clcceascd, 

$~84.25 . . 
Joseph P. Jenkins, $1i9.14. 
James lll. Knapp, $G80.4V. 
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Jo. cph Keen, $107.20. 
Ira C. Keen, $75.16. 
Willis E. Keen, $181.06. 
Elmer ll. McKenney, $170.38. 
Benjamin Keen, $317 .62. 
Harrf. M. Kimball and Mrs. George W. Smith, sole heirs of Charles .W. 

Kimbal , deceased, · $2G0.12. . 
Catherine Killoran, sole heir of James Mahoney, deceased, $162.33, 
Charles J. Lydston, $250.47. 
Isaac H. Lambert, . 343.48. 
Adam Lutt , $384.50. 
-William H. Lovell, $729. . '.'_{ 

harles Lowd, otherwise Frank Lowd, $00.72. 
Maria i\1. Lowd, widow of Horace S. Lowd, deceased, . 200.75. ' 
Winfield 8. Lord, 337.95. 
James C. Lydston . . $409.50. \ 
Alfred l\I. Lang, $360.50. .. 
Ellen A. Lewis, widow of Thomas Lewis, deceased, $126. 
. John 0. Langley, . 387.00. 
Elizabeth Mason Leary, sole heir of Daniel Mason, deceased, $191.60. 
F. Josephine Lombard, Henry A. Lombard, Elizabeth L. · Moon, and 

1.fary L. Shannon, sole heirs of Henry Lombard, deceased. $39.75. 
Ii'rank H. Lewis, Arthur IL Lewis, George W. Lewis, Emma L. Carr, 

-Wentworth Lewis, !<'red Lewis, Maud L. Foge, Harry F. Lewis, and 
Sydney Lewis, sole heirs of Reuben Lewis, deceased, 235.17. 

James S. Lawry, 6.13. · 
Ellen Lowd. widow of Edwin Lowd, deceased, $u5.93. 
Lemuel Mcintire, 7 .02. 
John D. Medcalf, administrator of Henry Knight, deceased, $676.75. 
Oliver B. Moody, $71.92. 
George 1\fanent, $383.96. 
Daniel W. Marden, 647.87. 
Jianiet N. Moore, widow of Moses D. Moore, deceased, $820.85. 
Benjamin F. Ial'tin, $.22G. 
Albei·t IT. Moody, $16.7G. 
Albert ~ Ianson, $25.64. 
l• rank Moore, Jlannah E. Atkinson, and Blanche V. Ilull, sole heirs 

of .John Moore, deceased, $49.43. 
'atherine G. Kutter, widow of William H. Nutter, deceased, $137.13. 

Martha J. Noyes, widow of William F. Noyes, deceased, $921.16. 
l\Iartha A. Nealley, widow of Edwin C. Nealley, deceased, $706.20. 
:\!ark Xason, $213.8(). . 
Edwud E . Otis and James O. Otis, sole heirs of William M. Otis, 

<le ·eased. . 338.80. 
Eben N. Odiorne, $128.25. · 
l':ileen E. Obrey, administi·atrix of Benjamin Smith, deceased, $109.97. 
Frank E. Osgood, $2 8.93. 
Isaac H. 1\1. Pray, $:210.24. 
Jsaac H. 1\1. Pray, one of the heirs cf James B. Pray, deceased, $77.37. 
Y\alte1· Philbrick, $310.15. 
John E. Pinkham, $107.87. 
Fi·ed J. Pillsbury, one of the hell's of Samuel H. Pillsbury, deceased, 

• 7~2.24. 
Mary E. Palfrey, administratrix of Hanson Hoyt, deceased, $127.34. 
neorge n.. Palfrey, Harry B. Palfrey,_ William •. H.- Palfrey. Robert R. 

Palfrey, and I. :llillcr Palfrey, sole heirs of "ilham W. Palfrey, de-
cea ed . • 361.03. . 

Benjamin F. r~"e}l, William Powell, anq Mrs. Harry l\I, Kimball, 
sole heirs of BenJamrn Powell, deceased, 2;>3.97. 

'.\1a1·v E. Parker, widow of Pierce Parker, deceased. $301.75. 
A.n_ riie E. Prior, widow of Warren Prior, deceased, $355.25. 
8arah A. Paul, widow of John A. Paul, deceased, $392.84. 
Thomas Prioi·, 290.49. 
~Iary El Panl widow of Franklin N. Paul, deceased, $170.25. 
JO:liza A. Parks, widow of George L. Parks, deceased, $385.50. 
Daniel ir. Plaisted, Ellen O. Littlefield, James S. Plaisted, .Fronie R. 

Colby, George E. Plaisted._ Sarah Ill Batting, Mark R. Plaisted, and 
Annie J\I Bingham, sole heirs of Mark R. Plaisted, deceased. $471.39. 

Edwin. n. Rand, executor of Albert H. White, deceased, $345.20. 
Jo. eph . Remick, 170.6~. 
, arah A. Richardson, widow of James W. Richardson, deceased, 

'• ~~Ja~r:i nand, widow of Reuben Rand, deceased, $329.25. 
l•'rank Remick, executor of John Remick, deceased, 379.87. 
Walter c. Rogers, sole heir of Jo~n H. Rogersi deceased, $590.68. 
Howard E. Spinney, one of the heirs of Samue H. Spinney, deceased, 

$lh6
oward E. Spinney, $122.83. 

Willard Spinney, otherwise Willard T. Spinney, $280.41. 
Hci·vey E. Seaward, ~66.33. 
William Shields, $1.03. 
:Mary E. Sherman, widow of Eli Sherman, deceased, $583.44. 
George St.ringer, 378. 
Mary Spinney, widow _of Azariah L. Spinney, deceased, $232.06. 
George W. Still on, $ii2.ll. 
Mary A. Spinney, widow of Sylvester Spinney, deceased, $165. 
Mary Salmon, widow of Thomas Salmon, deceased, $286.81. 
Yarg&ret L. Strin~er, widow of William Stringer, <'lece!lsed, $261.04. 
Ida Estelle Shack1ey and Susie H. Shackley, sole heus of George 

Shackley, deceased, $324. . 
Elizabeth E. Swain, widow of John D. Swain, deceasf:'d, $361.87. 
Frank Sldes, admini trator of Robert C. Sides, deceased, '286.61. 
Morris Tobin, $55.21. 
Erne t C. 1.'obey, Winfield L. Tobey, and Edgar L. Tobey, sole hell's of 

Mesbach Tobey, deceased, $130.37. 
Edwin Underhill, $177.43. . 
Thomas J. F. Varrell, $452.25. 
Clement M. Waterhouse, sole heir of James A. Wate1·house, deceased, 

$377.71. 
harles A. Wendall, $905.62. 
lement Waterhou e, 244.32. 

Reuben Worster. $5 .50. 
Asa Wilson, 38.43. 
Warren P. Webster, $21.65. 
:rohn R. Wentworth, $310.90. 
Geo1·gc A. Williams, $2 0.46. 
J,orenzo Witham, otherwise Lorenzo D. Witham, $113.90. 
. John Wood, $484.GO. 
George S. Welch, 2.01. 
Daniel L. Wendell, $211.64. 
Emma J<;. Young and I« red C. Young, sole hefrs of Charles E. Young, 

deceased, $3u::!.88. 
John E. Yeaton, 20::>.GG. 

ce:fs~n E. Yeaton, one of the heir~ of Benjamin Yeaton, deceased, 37 

• Fi·ed C. Young, Emma E. Young, and Clara W. Bennett; sole heirs 
of Charles :J:,ane, deceased, 18.48. 

Edw:ard P. Yeaton,- sole heir of ratbaniel W. Yeaton, deceased, 
$224.76. . 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to insert, beginnin<Y with Hne 1, 

page 103, the following : 
To the following-named persons (representing 12 claims) the follow

in~ ~urns, respectively, as found by the Court of Claims in the case of 
Wilham A. Ashe and others again t the United State , for payment for 
e;i:tra labor above the legal day of eight hours at the Portsmouth Navy 
1.:ard, namely: 

William A. Ashe, $461.37 . 
Ivah R. Davis, $111.98. 
George F . Randall, $142.35 . 
Charles H. Rowe, $201.96. 
John Walton, $201.16. 
l\priam W. Adams, widow of Daniel Adams, deceased. $1G2.75. 
Etnma L. Caswell, widow of Perry Caswell, decea ed. 6 .20. 
Lois J. Howell, widow of John S. Howell, deceased 4;j7 67 
Annie F. Rieb, .widow of Robert EJ. Rich, deceased: . 230:02· 
Cedric C. Campbell, John H. Campbell. Noel Campbell, Luey Campbell, 

and ~tbel Gillis, sole heirs of Nathaniel Campbell, decea ed, 204.ul. . 
Abee l\f. Rand, sole heir of William H. Deverson, deceased, S :J.::!;t, 
Charles F . Goodwin, $87.29. 

The amendment °"'as agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 194, after line 8, to iu. ert: 
To the following-named persons (representing 38 claimi:;) the fo!

lowiny" sums, respectively, as found by the Court of Claims in the ca. c 
of Sy vester L. Backus and others against the nited States, for pay· 
ment for exh'a labor above the legal day of eight hours at the rorts
mouth Navy Yard, namely : 

George W. Bailey and Charles T. Bailey, sole heirs of Joseph Bailey, 
deceased, $106.80. 

Sylvester L. Backus, $39.75. 
Charles H. Be selievre, $82.28. 
Carrie R. Bragden and Lyman 1.'. Pray, sole heirs of Charles T. Pray 

deceased, $32.60. ' 
Carrie R. Bragden and Lyman T. Pray, sole heirs of Peter Pray de-

ceased, $175.87. ' 
George Campbell, Alice Camr.bell Stevens, and Helen Campbell nicker 

sole heirs of Thomas Campbel , deceased. $44.91. ' 
Oscar L. Coll~, sole heir of George H. Collum, deceased, $44.5::i. 
Mrs. M. E. Cntchley, widow (remarried) of John A. Yeaton deceased 

$320.19. • • 
Lizzie A. Cram. Lydia P. Lowell, and Eliza W. Hoyt, solo heirs o! 

Josiah W. Hussey, deceased, $06.60. . 
Pender Davis, $87. 
Richard Davidson, Elizabeth J. Davidson, Elizabeth S. Jenne s Jamei:; 

Davidson, and Deborah Currier, sole heirs of James Davidson deceased 
76.95. • ' 

John J. Downes, $33. 
Agnes Emery, widow of Joseph H. Emery, deceased. 224.0 . 
\George W. French, Ruth El. Burns, Anna T. Ham, and Sadie B. 

Schurman, sole he!rs of Joseph T. French, deceased, $367.23. 
Ezra M. Goodwm, $121.71. . 
Su.san 0. Green •. widow of Cha1·les B. Green, deceased, $25u.37. 
Elizabeth E. Gilman, Jennie L. Grindell, Sarah L. Quackenbush. 

W11liam H. Noyes, Howard A. Noyes, and Fred A. Noyes, sole heil's of 
William H. Noyes, deceased, $370.GO. • 

Caroline Bird Hammond, 'vidow of Henry Clay Hammond, deceased, 
$376.12. 

Amanda l\I. Jellison, widow of Alvah Jellison, deceased, $21 . 
Samuel H. Kingsbury, $262.50. 
Ira C. Keene, $75.16. 
Clai·a I. Lewis, widow of Enoch Lewis. deceased, :>.50 
Julia A. Moses, widow of Alfred D Moses, decea ed, 3i .37. 
Addle 11"'. Marks, widow of !!'rank L. °);Iarks, deceased, 394.12. 
Ida F. Neal, sole heir of Daniel U. Neal, deceased, 2.12. 
Moses Plummer, $n44.27. 
Muy L. Quinn, widow of Stephen H. Quinn, deceased. $417. 
Ednah M. Ford Rowe, sole heir of James Edgar Ford, deceased, 

$410.70. 
Rebecca Y. Raitt, widow of Daniel G. Raitt, deceased, $liGG.70. 
Frederick A. Staples, Thomas F. Staples, and Calvin II. Staples, sole 

heirs of Thomas Staples, decei.sed, $420.37. 
Frank W. Smith, ~123.16. 
Willard Sears, $284.74. 
Samuel Taylor, $438.46. 
Henry Wallace. $120.50. 
Mrs. Jesse N. Wilson, widow of Jesse N. Wil on, deceased . 181.:>0. 
Lucy Whalley, widow of Edmund Whalley, deceased, 267. 1. 
George Woods, 257.92. 
George H. Young, $40.50. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to insert, beginning at the top of 

page 198, the following : 
To the following-named persons (representing 26 claims) the follow

ing sums, respectively, as found by the Com·t of Claims in the case of 
Robert B. Billings and other against the nited States, for payment 
for extra labor above the legal day of ejght bow·s at the Port mouth 
~avy Yard, namely: 

Robert B. Billings, • 27 4. 3. 
Franklin H. Bond, $291.40. 
William H. Brown, 31G.G6. 
William C. Bray, $271.lU. 
Isaac H. Farr, :ji433.09. 
John Grant, $519. 77. 
Robert 1\1. Ham, $119.36. 
Henry H . Ham, $509.08 . 
Albert Hanscom, $46.17. 
James M. Jarvis, $379.34. 
Thomas L. Jose, $388.66. 
Michael El. Long, $308.90. 
Frank E. Lawry, $78.49, 
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Ilrrrckett Lewis, $45.18. 
WiUiam W. Locke, $228.56. 
Walte1· N. Meloon, $166.81. 
George W. Muchmore, $810.34. 
Cbristophe1· RemickJ.. $117.16. 
Edwin D. Rand, $21:15.89. 
.Augustus Stevenson, $917.60. 
George E. Stackpole, $180.60. 
William H . Wilson, 191.55. 
Benjamin F . Winn, $224.90. 
Augustus S. Zara, $429.75. 
Joseph .A. Meloon and Charles 0. Meloon, executors of. Nathaniel L. 

hleloon, deceased, 471.30. 
Charles Stewart, $34!:>.90. 
'The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 200, after line 7, to insert: 
'l'o the following-named persons (representing nine claims) the fol-

lowing sums, respectively, as found by the Court of Claims in the case 
of George W. Brown and others against the United States, for payment 
for extrn labor above the legal day of eight hours, at the Portsmouth 
Navy Yard, namely: 

Geo1·ge W. Brnwn, $33.75. 
John L. Emery, 257.62. 
Mary fozart, widow of William J. Mozart, deceased, $77.43. 
J"oseph B. Remick 257.62. 
Timothy Trafton, $145.48. 
William P. 'l' itcomb, $78. 
Rhasa Perkins, $5.82. 
Thomas J. Pettigrew, $420. 
.Alexander N. Perry, $314.25. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 
The next amendment was, on page' 201, after line 3, to insert: 

· To the following-named persons (representing 17 claims) the follow· 
iug sums, respectively, as found by the Court of Claims in the case of 
J"olm W. Knii;ht and others against the United States, for payment for 
extrn labor above the legal day of eight hours, at the Portsmouth Navy 
Yard, namely : 

.John W. Knight, 459.37. 
Ruth A. Kuse, widow of Joseph Kuse, deceased, $308.74. 
Charles M. Prince, son of Charles M. Prince, deceased, $306.12. 
Nathaniel Bowden, 54.34. 
Dennis M. Shapleigh, $425.25. 
Horace Mitchel , son of Reuben 1\litchell, deceased, $251.70. 
John R. Dinsmore, $506.46. 
George 0. Athorne, son of Oliver Athorne, deceased, $13.12. 
Fred Spinney, 34.40. 
Thomas E. Wilson, heil' of Joseph D. Frost, deceased, $310.78. 
1\Iabel J. Morse, danghter of P. Wentworth. deceased. $554.89. 
Emily J. Morse, widow of William Morse, deceased, $98.95. 
Mary S. Wilcox, widow of Theodore Wilcox, deceased, $633.42 
George 0. Wilson, $382.50. 
James R. Philbrick, $243.55. 
Willia m F. Pinkhnm, $611.81. 
C. H. Staples. $285.50. 
'l' o Holman Marr, $106.12. 
To Charles L. Duncan, $16~.57. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 202, after line 21, to insert : 
'l'o the following-named persons {representing eight claims) the fol-

lowing sums, respectively, as found by the Court of Claims in the cai?e 
of Edward H. Norton and others against the United States, for pay
ment for extra labor above the legal day of eight hours at the Ports
mouth Navy Yard, namely : 

Edward H. Norton, $260.74. 
John W. Bickford. $136.35. 
.Tohn. Flanigan, $330,64.,. 
Bdwm A. Duncan, $188. '6. 
Cha rles E. Whitehouse, $461. 
George F. Tobey, $57.25. 
Edward E . Mcintire, 2!:>4.31. 
J. l\Iahlon Bickford, :514.39. 
The amendment was agreed_to. 
The next amendment was, on page 203, after line 18, to insert : 

NEW YORK. 

To the following-named persons (representing 21 claims) the follow
ing sums, respectively, as found by the Court of Claims in the case of 
Hans Anderson and others against the United States, for payment for 
extra labor above the legal day of eight hours at the Brooklyn Navy 
Yard, namely : -----....i 

Hans Anderson, $4.32. 
William B. Burlingame. $20.12. 
John W. Buckley, $189.32. 
William H. Bulmer, $18. 
Anthony J . Bommer, $112.23. 
Daniel Coffey, 33.90. 
William Ford, 93.aS. 
Michael Halloran, $341.95. 
Rebecca El. Jansen, one of the heirs of Isaac Wallack, deceased, 

$276.66. 
Mary Ilaulston B. Johnston, one of the heirs of Samuel Raulston, 

deceased, $232.81. 
Maria L. Lane, one of the heirs of John Scott, deceased, $119.87. 
J ames Norton, $65.23. 
Humphrey H . Owens, $42.45. 
Isaac .A. Rose, administrator of Isaac A. Rose, deceased, $146.37. 
Isaac Alonzo Rose, $15.30. 
Leon Ridoux, $9.18. 
Robert J. Ross, one of the heirs of Robert J. Ross, deceased, $20.10. 
E v<'r ett W. Sharkey, one of the heirs of Alexander Sharkey, deceased, 

$G8.li6. 
C!~ a rles H. TottenA $312.40. 
P ete r Watson, $8i:s.15. 
El izabeth M. Clark, Annie Malloy, and Annie Kenney, heirs of Patrick 

K enne.v, deceased, 45 cents. 
To Nicholas A. Brooks, $136.32. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

XLIX-10 

The next amendment was, on page 205, after line 16, to insert: 
To the following-named persons {representing 13 claims) the follow

ing sums, respectively, as found by the Court of Claims in the case of 
George W. Brown and others against the United States, for payment 
for extra labor above the legal day of eight hours at the Brooklyn 
Navy Yard, namely : 

George W. Brown, $422.96. 
Richard Dezendorf, $158.27. 
Peter Doyle,' $217.26. 
Manuel Glass, $7.72. 
William Hamilton, $179.17. 
Rodger Howard, $291.93. 
Andrew Kane, $292.45. 
Patrick McNamara, $74.04. 
William Phipps, jr .. $131.69. 
John R. Powers, 21.86. 
John Rauscher, $183.68. 
Joseph Sands, $307.43. 
Elizabeth Tyson, widow of Peter Tyson, deceased, $03.84. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 206, after line 19, -to insert": 
To the following-named persons (representing five claims) the fol

lowing sums, respectively, as found by the Court of Claims "in the case 
of William L. Buckley and others against the United Stutes, for pay
ment for extra labor above the legal day of eight hours at the Brook
lyn Navy Yard, namely: 

William L. Buckley, $121.27. 
John Dwyer, $385.50. 
James Palmer, $99.32 . 
Mary M. Parent, widow of David Parent. deceased, $185.56. 
Helen L. Burnett, George S. Burnett, and Mary 0. Powles, sole beil's 

of Joseph Burnett, deceased, $424.53. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 207, after line 10, to insert: 
To the following-named persons (representing 14 claims) tbe follow

ing sums, respectively, as found by the Court of Claims in the case of 
John H. Burtis and others against the United States, for payment for 
extra labor above the legal day of eight hours at the Brooklyn Navy 
Yard. namely : 

John H . Bm·tis, $34G.39. 
Cornelius Bennett, $332.80. 
William Croft, $95.13. 
Joseph Clyne, $150.03. 
Jacob Callas, $66. 75. 
James .A. Driver, $379.80. 
Wellington Griffith, $58.22. 
George W. Heald, $181.34. 
James Ilepenstall, $905.10. 
George B. Heald, $433.77. 
John Knight $245.80. 
Edward Northup, $278.47. 
John D. Post, $290.92. 
Patrick H. White. $71.59. 
To Clarkson V. Hendrickson, $35.06. 
To Jasper Chisholm, $86.21.-
To John T. R. Mearns, $217.17. 
To Richard Rollins, $145.81. 
'l'o Mary E . Hare, widow of J"ohn E . Hare, deceased, $128.!:>0. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 20!>, after line 4, to insert: 

PENNSYLVL'\IA. 
To the following-named persons (representing 19 claims) the follo,v

ing sums, respectively, as found by the Court of Claims in the case of 
Christopher Alexander and others against the United States, for pay
ment for extra labor above the legal day of eight hours at the League 
Island Navy Yard, namely: 

Chris topher Alexander, $374.83. 
Albert 0 . Chamberlain, $24.94. 
David Craig, $29.87. 
William Coates, $373.!ll. 
Daniel H. Chattin, $401.09. 
Josephine Cramp, widow of lla rtin C. Cramp, deceased, $186.0G. 
Thomas Denney, $24.60. 
John J. Garrity, $270.14. 
John B. Grover, jr., $225.81. 
William Lynn, 184.60. 
George W. Margemm. $260.43. 
Theodore Mitchell, $274 .60. 
Joseph W. Meyers . $1.87. 
John H. Pettit, 421.31. 
Robert Pogue, $91.75. 
James Spear, $996.76. 
Edward T. Weaver, 447.37. 
Thomas R. Walters, $247.69. 
George A. Zirnberg, $455.15. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 210, after line 20, to 

insert: 
To the following-named persons (representing 35 claims ) the follO\t' 

ing sums. respectively, as found by the Court of Claims in the case ofi. 
Sanford Bilyeu and others against the United States, for pavment for 
extra labor above the legal day of eight hours at the League Island 
Navy Yard. viz: 

Sanford Bilyen. $555.G2. 
Harry Davenport, $3W.83. 
Thomas P. Ferguson, $38.63. 
Charles P. Grice, $237.47. 
l!, runcis Grice, $149.01. 
Henry IIockery, $11G.30. 
Joseph Magilton, $13.47. 
George W. Mahorn. 68.01. 
Daniel McCall, $370.09. 
Charles P. Montgomery. $433.01. 
John A. Newcomb, $316.31. 
Richard JI. O'Donnell. $503.71. 
Edward E. Packer, $438.50. 

f 



'46'' EJONGRNS-SIONA.L RECORD-S-ENATE. D ECEl\IBER 5 
' 

J'ohn H. Redfield, $412.6!Y. 
Peter A. Slote, $214182. 
Mary · A. Cork>ei'Yi widow· of JOhn Corkery; deceased, 365.06. 
Lizzie C. Land, widow: of Georze · M. Da.n<r; deceased, $276.67. 
Eleanor F. Martin, widow of u-eorg.e- S : Martin, deceased; $79.53.
Lois Room . widow of Benjamin A. Room, deceased; $113.9S. 
Annie E. Sheer, widow of John Sheer, deceased,' $434-.62. 
Elizabeth Smith, widow of John Smith, deceased, $304..30. 
l\Ia1·y J . Quinton and Lizzie S. Horner, sole heirs of Nathan D. Room, 

deceased, $264.35. 
Peter A. Slote, George W. Slote, Mamie Slote, Lidie· Lutz. Andrew 

Well • and Daniel Wells, sole heirs of Franklin S. Wells, deceased, 
$08.56. 

1~eter A. Slote, George W. Slote, Mamie Slote, Lidie Lutz, Andrew 
Wells, and Daniel Wells, sole heirs of Frank Wells, deceased $52.20. 

William C. Besselievre, jr., $16.14. 
Sidney I. Besselievre, $71.31. 
Parry T. Mccurdy, $266.96. 
Harry C. Scott, 68.58. 
Charles P. Grice and Francis Grice, sole heirs of Francis El. Grice, 

de.ceased, $487 .GO. 
William C. Besselievre, administrator of John A. Besselievre, deceased, 

$75: 
Georie G. Cressey, 217.32. 
F.dwm Phillip , $455.84. 
Ida M. Hoffacker, Susie A. Antrim. Margaret Meager, Fannie Fort, 

Harry ~'antum, Elmer Tantum, Fred Tantum, and Walter Tantulll, sole 
heirs of Henry N. Bennett, deceased, $457.63. 

Emily Powell, widow of George Powell, deceased, $224.70. 
Mary A. Dunn, Rebecca Patterson, Elizabeth Hunte:r, and William C. 

Barne , sole heirs. of Frederick· B. Barnes, $132.36. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Tlle next amendment was, on nage 214, after line 5, to insert: 
To the following-named persons (representing 15 claims) the follow· 

Ing sums, respectively, as found by the CoUl't of Claims in the case of 
Francis B. Black and ottiers against the United States, for the payment 
for ertra labol' above the legal day of eight hours at the Leag_ue Island 
Navy Yard, namely: · 

Francis· B. Black, $404..21. 
Arthur F. Corgee, $333.43. 
Harry L . Davies, $72.91. 
Harry L. Davies and John M. Davies, jr., sole heirB' of John :ru:. 

Davies, deceased, $898.12. 
Su.muel B. Edwards, 64.81. 
George Hunter, $54.16. 
William Kinsley, $236.66. 
Mary A. McKay, widow of John IcKay, deceased, $137 .96. 
Ilarry M. Mitchell and Margaret W. Epprlght, sole heirs of Chal'les· B. 

Mitchell, deceased, $514.46. 
Simon Mcllbare, $55.14. 
George H. Pattison, $79.07. 
Walter S. Rick, sole heir of George Rick, deceased, $469.95. 
David S. Scott, $337.88. 
Frederick Uber, $113.81. 
Joseph Vile, $240.16. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 215, after line 1.6, to insert: 
To the following-named persons (representing 30 claims) the follow

ing sums, respectively, as found by the Court of Claims irr the case of 
Jacob M. Davis and others af;ainst. the United States, for payment, for 
extra labor above the legal day of eight h'.ours at the League Island 
Navy Yard, namely: 

Jacob M. Davis, $309.0L · 
William R. Day, $156.53. 
Sarah A. Gail widow of William Gail, deceased. $13.46. 
Elizabeth T . . :Mitchell, widow of George W. Mitchell, deceased, $48.75. 
George W. Mager, one of the heirs of Adam Mager, deceased, $161.03. 
Alcana Wilkinson, otherwise Kane Wilkinson, ::;256.58·. 
Benjamin L. Berry, $131.90. 
William H. Beidman, $57.25. 
William Wilson, $437.37. 
Harry M. Mitchell, $281.23. 
l\Iai•tha L. Roberts. widow of John S. Roberts, deceased, S44L81. 
James Schouler, $397:06. 
Catherine TrinkleJ executrix of David Irelan, deceased, $423.3L 
John Sexton, $10.L.19. 
Anna D. Benner, widow of James Benner, deceased, $21.0.41. 
George W. Clothier, $422.50. 
Edwin W. Doug!lerty (on rolls as Eld ward· Dougherty), $328.31". 
James Ingram, 1$309.03. 
Andrew J. Keyser, jr., $428.06. · 
Sarah M. Keyser, widow of Andrew J. Keyser; sr., 'deceased, $879.06. 
Emily R. McCalla, widow of Frank L. McCalla, deceased, $400.03. 
Andrew B. Doebler, • 861.41. 
Charles Ewing, $97.47. . 
Robert C. KochersJ_>erger, $165.94. 
Jennie McCalla, widow of John A. McCalla, deceased, $16±.67.; 
William H. Rihl. $435.25. 
Aaron F. Stull, 97.93. 
Samuel J. Shannon, $301.65. 
John H. Silbert, $14S.10. 
John Virden, ${)03.59. 
To Caroline Flomerfelt, widow of George W. Flomerfelt, deceased, 

$481.22. 
To Edward McCann, $84.03. 
To Elizabeth Siegfried, widow (remarried) of Robert Serro, deceased; 

$279.56. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

Jacob C. Chase, $4.47. 
Thomas Twigg, $217.80. 
The amendment was agreed to. . 
The next amendment was, on page ·210; after line· 7, to insert: 

VIRGINIA.. . 
To the following-named persons (represe-..ntin"' four claims) the. fl:>l~ 

lowing sums, respectively, as found by th~ Court ot Claims in the case 
of Mary Beasley, widow of Mordecai Beasley, deceased, and other 
against the United States, for payment for extra labor above the.. legal 
day of clght hOils at the Nol'folk Navy Yard, namely: 

Mary E . Beasley, widow of Mordecai Beasley, deceased, $64.84. 
Peter Galilllee, $17.63. 
Sarah Richardson. widow of Noah Richardson, deceased, $130.18. 
Albert E. West,.$39.3.2. 
Tlie amendment was agreed to. 
The next ame.n:dment was, on page 210, after line 20, to insert: 
To the following-na:med1 person (representing- 33 claims) the follow

ing sums: respectively, as- found by tho Court of. Claims in• the case of 
George W. Boushell and others against the United States, fo · payment 
of extra labor above the legal day of eight hours at the Norfolk Navy 
Yard, namely : 

George Boushell, $121.13~ 
John T. Brown. $72.76. 
William T. Boole, $122.2:>. 
James A. Black, $98.31. 
Martin J. Casey, executor, etc., of Steven Casey, deceased, $~8.38. 
James 0. Corprew, $88.70. 
Mary F. Connor, widow of Robert Connor, deceased, $228. 
Nelson Carney, $38.94. 
John A. McDonald, $174. 
Hugh Smith, $97.87. 
Richard. S. Wilson, $59.02. 
Thomas· P. Cooke, $132.79. 
Richard M. Diggs, $4.37. . 
Frank El. Eaton, $2 .84. 
J'ohn T. Gallam, administrator of Michael Moran, deceased, $:l5.26. 
Thomas J. Howe. $533.12. 
Ignatius Howe, 136.12. 
John W. Howe, $238-.3:>. 
Charles A. Jakeman. 100.o~. 
William F. Luke, $12.75. 
James W. McDonough. j529. 78. 
Louis McCloud, $1 :.!.2:.>. 
Thomas O'Rourke. $70.90. . 
Mary J: Pyle, widow of Millin J'. Pyle, d eceased, $266.87. 
Thomas Riley,. $67.04. 
Henry W. Robie, $369.GL 
Mary El". Rbllins, widow of' James W. Ilollins, deceased, $121.50. 
Mile Riddick, $120.12. 
Robert T. Trafton;. 132.70. 
Watson Vellines, ..,123.42. 
Scott White, $88.88. 
Edward Whitehurst, $118.87. 
Miles C. Wood, $46.12. . 
To Mary A. CUl'ran, executrix of the estate of J'ohn J. Curran, de-

ceased, late claimant in his own right, and as sole heir of Iurty Cur
ran. deceased, $1,032.94. 
j To Mi·s. 1\lartin Grady, widow of Martin Grady, deceased, $380.23. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 222, after line 10, to 

insert: 
To the following-named persons (representing six claims) the fol· 

1 1owin~. sums, resI;>ectively, a~ found by the Court of Claims in the case 
of Saaie F. Curtis and Anme ID. C. Partin~heirs at law of Henry \V. 
Neville deceased, and others auainst the united States, for payment 
for extra labor above the legal day of eight hours at the Norfolk Navy 
Yard, namely : . . 

Sadie F. Cq.rtls and Annie E. C. Partin, sole heirs of Ilcnry Willis 
Neville, deceased, $376.62. 

j Everett Gildersleeve, Emma Francis "Hathaway, Josephine Hewitt, 
and Ruth Clark, sole heirs of Samuel W. Gildersleeve, deceased, $873.33. 

Everett Gildersleeve, Emma Francis Hathaway, Josephine Hewitt, 
land Ruth Clark,. sole heirs of Samuel Gildersleeve, deceased. 414.42. 
't Thomas Hinton, Agnes Hinton, ff'arrison Hinton, and Henry Mar· 
shall, sole heirs of Harrison Hinton deceased, $272.6~. 

! Charles A. McCom·t' andi Ella A. Mccourt, sole heirs of John A. Mc· 
I Court, deeeased, $·182.16. 
, Rebecca Pope, wid.ow of. John Pope, deceased, $140.31. 
' The amendment was agreed" to. 

The next amendment was, on page 223, after line 21, to insert :--

1 
To the following-named persons (representing 28 claims) the follow

ing sums, respectively,. a,s found by the Court, of Claims in the case of 
Georgie R. Ricketts, widow ot Augustus Ricketts~ deceased, and others 

I against the United States, for payment for extra labor above the legal 
j day of eight hours, at th!'! Norfolk Navy Yar~, namely: . . 
1 Georgie R . Ricketts, widow of Augustus Ricketts, deceas~ $G9.12. , 
; Margaret Cox, widow of John Cox, deceased, $2.06~ ··· -
t Alfred: Bergerson, $19.82. .. --..... 

Moses Cornick, $91.50. 
Rl:>bert El. ~rump, $264.15. 
Henry H. Elpps, $164.97. 
Robert· Francis, $8.25. 
Harrison Gaffney, $51.20. 
Everett Gildersleeve, $220.82. 
Samuel Gordon, $110:79. 

The next amendment was, on page 21.8, after: line 18, to 1 

insert: 

James Kennedy, $3.52. 
Enos Kitchen, 6.49. 
John Land; 8.1.7. 
Dennis Michaels $EG:5G. 
Isaac Miller, $2S3.66. RHODE ISLAND. 

To the following-named persons (representing four claims) the· fol· 
lowing sums, respectively, as found by the Court of. Claim in the case 
of George A. Brown and others again t the United States for paJCIDent 
for extra labor above the legal day of eight hom·s at the naval torpedo 
station, Newport, namely: 

George A. Brown, $201.10. 
Mary C. Butts, widow of Noah Ilutts, deceased, $388.10. 

Edward V. Rauschert, $12G.D1. 
Charles A. Shafer, $432.92. 
H'm Si Whitehurst, 5 .50. 
Moses Whitehurst, $78.28. 
Samuel P. Wigg, $301.15. · 
Fanny Brown, widow (remarried) of Joseph. Wllnams, deceased, 

$35.26. 
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Mattie A. BushneJI, widow of A!Uert Bushnell, deceasea, $354.75. 
Mary El. Crandol, w1ilow of William El. Crandol, deceased, $375.62. 
'Virginia Ilurll.mt, ·widow ot Albe1·t B. Hurlbut, deceased, $241.90. 
l\Iary Ti. J,amur, widow of H~nry Lamar, deceased, 88 cents. 
Mary McDowell, widow (rema.rried) of Alexander Howell, deceased, 

$1.50. 
Mary .Fl. Moore, widow of Augustus W. Moore, deceased, $504.20. 
Emma Ryder, widow of William R. Ryder, deceased, $23.62. 
~rhe amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, at the top of page 226, to insert: 

CLAIMS FOR DIFFE RENCE IN PAY DY 0FFICEIIS A1'1> El:UPJ, OYEES IN THE 
UNITED STATES NAVY GROWING OUT OF FACTS RELATING TO WHETHER 
on NOT THE SERVICE WAS PEilFOR:UED ON THE LAND OR ON THE SEA, 
THE OFFICER on SAILOR BEIXG ENTITLED TO A HIGHER RA'rE FOR 
SEUYICE ON SEA THAN ON LAND. 

CALIJfOR'.'HA. 

To Hannah li. Coon, widow (remarried) of Edward B. Bingham, 
deceased, of Sonoma County, $308.40. 

To Emily V. utts, widow of Richard M. Cutts, deceased, of Marc 
Island. $250.!lG. 

To 1''rancenia II. Dale, widow of Frank C. Dale, deceased, of Merced 
County, $61.64. 

'l'o Marcus D. Ilyde, of Alameda County, . 225.98. 
'l'o Louisa J. Laine. widow of Ilichard W. Laine, deceased, of San 

Francisco County, . 125.55. -
To ~icholas Prntt, late of the United States Navy, ., 332.54. 
To Fannie B. Stothard, widow of Thomas Stothard, deceased, late 

of the receiving ship Independence, $373. '12. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment 'ya~, on page 227, after line 5, to insert: 

COLORADO. 

To Josephine A. Buell, widow of James W. Buell, deceased, of Jeffer-
son County, • 97.61. 

'.fo Hobert Dickey, of Denver, $24:3.45. 
To James Thayer, of Crested Butte, $184.95. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 227, after line 13, to 

insert: 
COXNECTICUT. 

To Lila J. Baldwin, Y'i·idow of William S. Baldwin, deceased, of Nor
wich, li_?12. 

'.fo ~lizabcth F. Curtis, administratrix de bonis non of William 
Barrymore, deceased, late of the United States Navy, $603.G7. 

To Julius G. Rathbone, administrator of George C. Campbell, de
ceased, of Hartford County, • 230.19. 

To Gideon B. Holloway. son of Gideon E. Holloway, deceased, of 
New London County, $130.50. 

To Adelaide L. ::;pall, administratrix of George Sands, deceased, of 
Stratford, $504.54. 

To Harriet B. Gaylord, si ter of Dudley E. Taylor, deceased, of New 
Ilaven County, $142 .89. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment '\las, on page 288, after line 6, to iusert: 

DELAW.U:E. 

To George R. Gray, of New Castle County, $490.74. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Tile next amendment was, on page 228, after line 9, to insert : 

DISTRICT OF COLUlIBIA. 

To Benjamin Atwood, of Washington, $124.63. 
To Otway C. and William M. Berryman, Alice B. Bromwell, Columbia 

~ . Payne, children of O. lL Berryman, deceased, of Washington, 67.2G. 
To .Tohn C. Boyd, of Washington, $238.62. 
To John B. Briggs, of Washington, $16.44. 
To i\Iartha J. Briscoe, widow of John A. Briscoe, deceased, of 

Washington, $809.48. 
'.fo Roberdcau Buchanan, administrator de bonis non of McKean 

Buchanan, deceased, of Washington, $855. 
To Charles .IJl Carter, of the District of Colnmbia, $65.50. 
'.fo Charles E. Carter, Elizabeth Crawford Bronson, and Lawrence 

C. Crawford, heirs at law of John C. Carter, deceased, of Washington 
and the State of New York, $372.01. 

To Louisa A. CroslJy, widow of Pierce Crosby, deceased, $:!69.17. 
To , 'amuel Cross, of Washington, $26.8G. 
'l'o Thomas T. Didier and Frederick W. Didier, heirs of Frederic B. 

Didier, deceased, 129.30. 
To William S. Dixon, $136.44. 
To Edward H., Emily K., and Charles R. Doran, children of Edward 

C. Doran, decea ed, of Wa hington, $108.2u. 
To Edward J . Dorn, 202.19. 
To Kate R. Emmerich, Parthenia E. Alt<'mus, sisters of Charles F. 

Emmerich, deceased, of Washington, 452.87. 
'l'o James JU. Flint, $193.30. 
To Marina B. Harding, widow (remarried) of Henry 0. Handy, 

deceased, of Washington, $1D5.23. 
To Isaac Hazlett $131.51. 
To Cumberland G. Herndon, $204 .6:.i. 
'l'o 1\lary II. Corbett, granddaughter of Samuel Howard, deceased, 

of Washington, , 370.13. 
'.fo John Hubbard, of Wa. hington, 9;).:34. 
'l'o Henrietta M. D. Oliphant, widow (remarried) of Henry J. Hunt, 

deceased, $29.04. 
'J:o Alice S. Jordan, widow of John W. Jordan, deceased, of Wash

ington, 2G1.7D. 
To Bella A. Leach, widow of Boynton Lea ch, deceased, of Washing

ton, $83.83. 
'l'o A.lice V. Lee, widow of William F. Le~, deceased, of Washington, 

$127.08. 
To Han·iet B. Loring and Francis B. Loring. sole heirs at law of 

Charles G. Loring, deceased, of Washington, $446.41. 
To inorence Murray, widow of Alexander Murray, deceased, of Wash

ingtonj- $19.80. 
'.ro ohn A. Norris, of Wa shington, $79.73. 
To Christine I. Owen, Kathleen D. Owen, Albert T. Owen, and Alfred 

C. Owen, children of Alfred hl. Owen, deceased, of Washington, 175.8!). 

To James H. rerry, of Washington, $129.$6. 
To Cbristinna C. Queen, widow of W. W. Queen, deceased, of Wa h-

lngton, $49.25. 
To Presley AL Ilixey, $123.29. 
To Albert Ross, of Washington, $i:i83.0l. 
To Lily Davis White, widow of Henry W. Schaefer, deceased, $96.49. 
To Amanda M. Swain, widow of Oliver Swain, deceased, of Washing-

ton, 284.52. 
To William T. Swinburne, of Washington, $36.16. 
rro John D. Cahill, administrator of Dennis Twiggs, deceased, o! 

Washington, 126.58. _ 
To JJ"'rederick E. Upton, of Washington. $134.79. 
To John J. Walsh, o! Washington, $274.21. <;. ·.> 
The amendment was ag.1;eed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 23:!, after line 9, to insert: 

FLORIDA. 

To Catherine Delap, widow of George Delap, deceased, late of the 
nited States Navy, :jil68.64. 
To William W. Dewhurst, administrator with the will annexed of 

George Dewhurst, deceased, late of the United States Navy, *831.43. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 232, after line 17, to insert: 

GEORGIA. 

To John T. Plunkett, heir at law of Thomas S. Plunkett, deceased, 
late of the United States Navy, 97.81. 

The amendment '\las agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 232, after line 21, to insert : 

ILLINOIS. 

To Louise ::\I. Dodge, widow of Thomas W. Dodge, deceased, late of 
the nited States Navy, $297.3G. 

To Antonia Lynch, Uargaret Lynch, Charlotte L. Carmody, Josephine 
L. Ridgeway, Jane L. Canby, children of Dominick Lynch, deceased, or 
Cook County, $73.97. - • 

To Mary J. Owen, widow of Elias K. Owe1!, deceased, of Ilandolph 
County, $1,631.42. 

To Merrill Spalding, executor of Enoch G. Parrott, deceased, of Cook 
County, 1,888.60. . 

To Horatio L. Wait, of Cook County, $164.48. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 233, after line 12, to insert : 

nm I.A.NA. 

To Simeon r. Gillett, of Vanderbm·g County, $689.08. 
'Io G. V. Menzies, of Posey County, $39.86. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 233, after line 17, to insert: 

KENTUCKY. 

To Harry Pearson and Elba P. Gassaway grandchildren of- William 
PParson, deceased, of Hickman County, $30. 0. 

To Theodore Speiden and William S. Speiden, sons of William Speiden; 
deceased, of Jefferson County, $60.80. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, at the top of page 234, to insert : 

MAI~E. 

To William H. Andel'son. of the United States Navy, $282.02. 
'Io Thomas W. Bell, of Kennebunkport, $~23.02 
To Daniel Butland, brother of ll'rancis Butland, deceased, of York 

Countv, $718.58. 
To '.Josephine E. Dermett, executrix of Joseph E. Cox, deceased, of 

York County, $287.81. . 
To Loring G. Emerson, of Hancock County, • 760.61. 
To Charles H. Evans, executor of Alice Evans, deceased, daughter or 

William F. Laighton, deceased, late of the United States Navy, $384.49; 
and to Bessie D. Laighton, widow of said William F. Laighton, deceased, 
$1D2.2;:;. , 

To Merrill Spalding, James A. Spalding, Elizabeth T. Spalding. chil
dren of Lyman G. Spalding, deceased, of Cumberland County, $64.11. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 234, after line 22, to insert: 

MARYLAND. 

To Edward A. Coughlin, next of kin and heir at law of raul At·
mandt. deceased, late of the United States Navy, S63. 

To Fannie S. B. Halm. widow (remarried) of John C. Beaumont, 
deceased, of WashinJ?ton County, $81. 

To James T. Bowlrng, late of the United States Navy, $393.73. 
~'o Mary A. B.rannan, widow of James A. Brann:in, deceased, late 

of the United States Navy, 1,318.48. 
To IIarriet C. Brown, administratrix of Thomas R. Brown, deceased, 

of Baltimore City County, 256.22. 
To Henry H. Clark, of Anne Arundel County, $1 ,390.36. 
To Francis A. Cook, of Anne Arundel County, $870.4 7. 
To Louis A. Cornthwaite, of Baltimore, $ 61.39. 
To George T. Douglass, son of Daniel T. Douglass, deceased, of Balti

more County, $21.40. 
To Alfred C. Doyle, administrator de bonis non of James A. Doyle, 

deceased, of Baltimore, 619.26. 
To :Mary J. Field, widow of William Field, deceased, late of the 

United States Navy, $604.89. 
To · Herbert Harlan and William Bea tty Harlan, administrators cum 

testamento annexo of the estate of David Harlan, deceased, late of the 
United States Navy, $501.50. 

To P eter Heede, of Baltimore, $63.38. 
'.fo Howard F. Downs, administrator de bonis non of the estate of 

James Hutchinson, deceased, of Govans, Baltimore County, $236.12. 
To Mary T. Sweeting, heil' at law of John Joins, deceased, late of 

the United States Navy, $179.59. 
'l'o Charles A. Le Compte, late of the United States Navy, $322.93. 
To Charles F. Bennett, administrator of Nicholas Lynch, deceased, 

late of the united States Navy, $207.67. 
To Anna McDonald, widow of James McDonald, deceased, late of 

the United States Navy. $422.45. 
'Io James McDonnell, executor of James McDonnell, deceased, of 

Baltimoi·e County, $G8.G6. 
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To William Moody, late of the United States N~vy, $543.94. 
To Eldward K. Rawson, of Anne Arundel County, $136.99. · 
To Albert P. Southwick, administrator of the estate of John South

wick, deceased, late of the United States Navy, $641.68. 
To William G. Sp.rostan, brother of .John G. Sprostan, deceased, of 

Daltlm.ore County, $59.2i'>. 
1.1le amendment was agreed to. 
Tlle next amendment wns, on page 237, after line 13, to insert: 

MASSACIIUSETTS. 

To l\Ia1·y J. Abbott, widow of William A. Abbott, deceased, of Essex 
County, 52.59. 

To .Josiah B. Aiken, of Suffolk County, $149.0!. 
To Lucy 11. Allen and Joseph A. Holmes administrators of the estate 

of Weld N. Allen, deceased, late of th~ United States Navy, $410.-0~. 
To Mary Elizabeth Babbitt, daughter of Charles W. Babbitt, de

ceased, of Bristol County, $97.70. 
To Almena B. ·Bntes. daughter of John A. Bates, deceased, of Suf

folk County, $6!3.04. 
To Helen Bryant, granddaughter of William Illack, deceased, of 

Norfolk County, 322.40. 
To Grace El. Bolton and Mary El Bolton, soIB heirs at law of William 

H. Bolton, deceased, late of the United States Navy, $164.88. 
To Wllliam F. Burditt, Eleanora B. _ Kimball, Albert B. Burditt, 

Charlotte Ferguson, children of William Burditt, deceased, of Suffolk 
County, $317.10. 

To Virginia M. Chase, daughter of Moses B. Chase, deceased, of 
Snfl'olk County, $152.80. 

To F'rederick W. Cotton, of Korfolk County, $130.94. 
To Elizabeth N. Courtney, widow of Charles Courtney, d eceased, late 

of tile nited States Navy $378.81. 
'l'o F.dward Cronin, of Suffolk County, $7!>.20. 
'.ro Alexander D. Damon, of Suffolk County, $54.79. 
•:ro Ezra. Z. Derr, of Su1l'olk County, $27.40. 
To Emily A. Gifl'ord, widow of George P. Gifford, decca.sed, of 

Dri :tol County, $83.63. 
To Artemas P. Hannum, administrator cum testnmento annexo de 

honis non of Josillh .A. Hannum, deaea ed, late of the n.ited States 
Nevy, $368.G2. · 

To Elliott C. Harrington, of Suffolk Countv, $157.4G. 
To Mary J. Iverson, widow of Andrew J. iverson, deceased, of Esse'.1: 

County, $410.9G. 
To Elizabeth Jackson, widow of An.drew Jackson, deceased, of Mid

dle. ex County, $206.29. 
- To Ilarry N. Stearn . administrator of the estate of Francis Jos

selrn, deceased, late of the nited Sta,tes Navy, $1,183.19. 
To Katharine A. Horan, daughter of William Langdon, deceased, of 

Suffolk County, Si587.50. . 
To George El. Leach, administrator 'Of the estate of Phineas Leach, 

decPa ed, late of the United States Navy, $1,023.74. . 
To Edward D. Marchant, son of COTnelius M. Marchant, deceased, 

uf Dukes County, $303.45. 
To Ferdinand G. Morrill, of Suffolk County. $118.!>8. 
To mHh W. Nichols, of Su1l'olk -Conn~, 2:)9.13. 
To Lott Norton, of Dukes County, $7M.21. 
To Geo1·ge H. Richards, administrator, with the will annexed, of 

~illiam A. Parker, deceased, of Norfolk County, 2,230. 
To Sarah Elizabeth Clarkson, Sarah L. Calthrope, Cecile Finney, 

Mabelle L. Medcalf, Mary E. Morrill, Robert B. Pender, Thomas Henry 
rendet', nephews and nieces, sole hefrs at law -Of Thomas Pinder, de
cea. ed. of Amesbury, $61.67. 

To Esther and 'l'heresa. Redington! only heirs of Robert Redington, 
deceased, late of tile United States Navy, $288.78. . 

To Ida T. Co,geshall, daughter of James .B. Russell, deceased, of 
Br1. tol Count:v. 112:00. 

'l'o Mabel G. mith, daughter of Thomas Smith, deceased, of Mid
dle x C-Ounty, 2.D3.G9. 

To John 'l'. Spavin, Annie M. Spavin, Ernestine E. Spavin Jennie 
Whittemore. Elizabeth Farnham, children of Robert Spavin, deceased, 
of , uffolk County, 282.81. 

To John A. Tanner, of Stt.ffolk County, 238.62. 
To Charles T. Davis, nephew of James S. Thornton, dece.ased, of 

Es, <'x Countv, 51.2G. 
To Rdw:rrd K. Valentine, of Suffolk County, $1,137.47. 
To M.n.ry .Elizabeth Very, administratrix de bollis non o;f the .estate 

of amuel Very, jr., deceased, late of the United States Navy, $494.27. 
To John S. Waltemeyer, late of the United States Navy. $122.46. 
To Mary B. Willey, daughter nnd only child of George F. Willey, de

ceased, late of the United States Navy, $288.83. 
'.l'he amendment W'.US agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 242, after line 3, to insert: 

MICHIGAN. 

To Mn~ F. Clark, widow of Frank H. Clark, deceased, of H~ughton 
Coun~ $-00.55. 

To ueorge G. Clay, of Kent County, $305.76. 
The amendment wa agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on })age 242, .after line 8, to hlsert: 

J\IISSOUnI. 

To 1\Ia.ria L. Rodgers, granddaughter of .Andrew ID. Long, deceased, 
of St. Louis City County, $08.GO. 

To Thomas 1. Manning, only son of John Manning, deceased, of 
l\Iacon County, $155.75. 

To Belle M. Il.aborg. widow of George B. Raborg, deceased, of St. 
Lonis City County, '10!>.20. 

To Ma.ry S. McQu d ::t.nd William A. Chamber , children of William 
Smith, deceased, of t. Louis -County, $18 .7i5. 

~'he amendment was agreed to. 
The 11e.~t amendment was, on page 242, after line 21, to insert : 

NElmASKA. 

To Willard Foster, heir at law of Edward Foster, d eceased, late of 
the Ur.ited States Navy, $2u9.G6. 

The amendment wa ngreecl to. 
'l'lle next amendment was, at tlle top of page 243, to insert! 

NEW ILUfPSHIR"E. 

To S. Augusta Ta. ker, widow of George E.. An.det'son, decease(], .or 
Belknnp ' ounty, $4 .59. 

To Emma G. .Jenness, wldow of Thomas B. Gammon, deceased, of 
Rockingham County, $208.00. 

To Emma M. Gay, widow and executrix of Thomas S. Gay, deceased, 
late of th~ United States Navy, $477.G5. 

To Hazel 0. Goodsoe, Perle JlJ. Nute, Leonora W. Goodsoe, and E. 
Shirlet Rundlett, children of Augustus O. Goodsoe, deceased, of Rock· 
inghnm County, $293.70. 

To Marie S. :Perrimoud, widow of Xavier Perrimond, deceased, or 
Rockingham County, $60. __J 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 243, after line 1G, to insert: 

NEW .JERSEY. 
To Katharine M. Burnett, widow of J"oseph C. Blll'nett, deceased, late 

of the United States Navy, $96.31. 
To Robert C. Ribbans, guardian of the minor heirs of Isaiah E. 

Crowell, deceased, of Essex County, $523.14. 
To Helen M. Dodge, widow of Eaward R. Dodge, deceased, of Camden, 

$147.81. 
To Nelson H. Drake, of Mo.rris County, $346.85. 
To Louise El. Elder, widow of Robert D. Elder, deceased, of Essex 

County 144.84. -
To t!1a.ra B. Hassler, widow of Charles w. Hassler, deceased, late of 

the United States Navy, 566.35. 
~o Andrew McCleary, of Camden County, $397.45. 
To Amanda E. Macfarlane, widow of John Macfarlane, deceased, late 

of the United States Navy, $254.79. 
To 'rhomas Mason, late of the Un.ited States Navy, $37.94. 
To Robe1·t C. Ribbans, guardian of the minor heirs of William N. 

Maull, deceased, of Essex County, $159. 
•ro Walter J. :Mayer, Alfred J. Mayer, and Ida J. Mayer Storch, heirs 

of William H. Mayer, jr., cleceused, late of the United States Navy, 
$181.!)2. 

To Clifford C. Pea.rson, jr .. administrator of the estate of Clifford 
C. P onraou deceased, of Middlesex County. $294.49. 

'l'o Martha Singleton, widow of Edward B. J. Singleton, deceased, late 
of the United States Navy, $102.49. 

To 1\Iary IC S. Brakeley, only child of Watson Smith, deccnscd, of 
Burlington County, $102. 

•.ro Winnie M. Stillwell, widow of Jrunes Stillwell, dece!lSed, of Essex 
County, $30.75. 

To Edward Lasell, guardian of tbo hc-irs at law o! William H. Yeaton, 
deceased, of East Orange, $628.06. 

Mr. ORA WFORD. I offer an amendment in connection with 
this amendment. On page 244, in line 3, strike out the word 
"Robert D. Elder" nnd insert in lieu thereof "Robert E. Elder." 
It is to correct an error in an initial. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was -agreed t.o. 
The next amendment was, on page 245, after line 10, to insert-: 

NEW MEXICO. 

To Clil'l'ord B. Gill, -0f Dm1a Ana Connty, $7GG.35. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 245, after line 13, to insert: 

l\"EW YORK. 
To Helen S. Abernethy and Charles H. Abernethy, sole heirs at l:lw 

of John J. Abernethy, deceased, late of the United States Navy, $191.03. 
To William H. Bacon and Annie M. Smith, heirs at law of Francis H. 

Bacon, deceased, late of the United States Navy, $18G.22. 
To Belle Bateman, widow of .Arthur EJ. Bateman, deceased, lute of the 

United States Navy, $112.89. 
•.ro Fanny Belknap, widow of Charles Belknap, deceased, of Queens 

County, $68.11. 
To A. Nelson Bell of Kings County, 131. 
To Louisa C. Beli, widow or Eldwar<l B. Bell, deceased, late of the 

United States Navy, $875.92. 
To Caroline H. Broadhead, widow of Edgar Broadhead, deceased, of 

Orange County, 253.33. 
To Christopher Brunsi,....o,~ New York County, $141.:n. 
To Albert Bnhner, of .b.ings County, $65.ri. 
To Rosalie C. Tone, heir at law of John Calhoun, deceased, late ot 

the United States Navy, 1,565.94. 
To Ma.rie L. Clark, widow of Lewis Clark, deceased, of Rich.field 

Spring.s, $195.06. 
To Owen S. M. Cone, of Brooklyn, $237.09. 
To John I>. Gillls, son of John P. Gillis, deceased, of New York 

County, $74.14. 
To Francis C. Green, executor of the estate of Francis M . . Green, 

deceased, late of the United States Navy $373.24. 
To G. De B. Greene, son of S. Dana Greene, of Schenectady County, 

$373.95. 
To William H. Hall, Charles G. Hall, Eleanor Darling, and Alex

ander H. Wells, heirs at law of Michael Hall, deceased, of Kings 
County, $194.GO. 

To ·Martha D. Stur~is , daughter of Samnel F. Hazzard, decrui eel, o! 
New York County. $24.l.G5. 

To Harriet F. Hibben, widow of Henry Il, Hibben, deceased, late of 
the United States Navy, n2.45. 

To Jessie F. Cole, sister of Frederick A. Howes, deceased, of Dutchess 
County, $194.09. 

To Robert Hudson, of Ono.ndaga County, $2G.03. · 
To Frances R. Hunsicker, widow of Joseph L. HunsickCI', deceased, 

of Erle County, $205.4 • 
To DJleanor C. Kloeppel. widow of llenry Kloeppel, deceased, late of 

the Un.ited States Navy, $319. 
To Caroline H. Lillie -0.nd Julia W. L. Symington, executrix s of the 

estate of A. B. H. Lillie, deceased, of New York County, 118.97. 
'iro Selena A. Linnekin, widow of Thomas J. LinDekin, deceA d, late 

of the United States Navy, $154.92. 
To Gilbert Ti. McGowan, late 'Of the United Stat.es Navy, 23.23. 
To Hobert H. Mcl.ie:m, of New Yorlr County, 112.GO. 
To E . T. T. Mar h, late -0f the United tate Navy, 54.58. 
To Joseph G. Myers, William W. 'Myer , ons of ifoseph G. Myers, 

deceased, of Kings County, 26!>.40. 
To Mary H. Nicholson, widow of James W. A. Nicholson, deceased, 

of New York County. $273.29. 
To Annie EJ. Ogilvie. widow of James Ogil-rie, decensed, late o:f t he 

United States Navy, $156. 3. 
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To James Phillips, of New York City, $724.G5. 
To Alice II. Pierce, widow of Alien W. Pierce, deceased, late of the 

United States Navy, 209.94. 
To Elizabeth M. Pitkin and Carrie Pitkin McDowen, heirs of Henry 

S. Pitkin, deceased, late of the United States Navy, $382.21. 
To Ebenezer S. Prime, of Suft'oik County, $325.20. 

· To George H. Samp on, Leander P. Sampson, Elllias S. Willis, Henry 
P. Willis, James M. Willis, jr., and Maria J. Akin, heirs at law of 
Daniel W. Sampson, deceased, residing in the States of New York, Mas
sachusetts, and Oregon, $936.68. 

To Louisa P. Seaman, widow of Stephen Seaman, deceased, late of 
the United States Navy, $465.68. 

'l'o Augusta W. Seely, widow of Henry B. Seely, deceased, o! New 
York County, $513.70. 

To John M. Steele, of Kings County, $25.20. 
To Eleanor R. Swan and Charles B. Swan, heirs at law of Robert 

Swan, deceased, late of the United States Navy, $233.42. 
To Edward D. Taussig, of Yings County, $33.97. 
To Hobart L. Tremain, of Sullivan County, 295.89. 
To Henrietta L. Tucker, widow of Thomas B. Tucker~ deceased, 

late of the United States Navy, $W6.63. 
To Charles A. White and Isabelle G. White, sole heirs at law of 

Leverett H. White, deceased, residing in the States of New York and 
New Jersey, 250.87. 

To Ira C. Whitehead, of Orange County, $148.76. 
'l'o Frederick W. Wunderlich, late of the United -States Navy, $58.04. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 250, after line 18, to insert : 

NORTH C.A.llOLINA. 

To Augustus Rodney l\facdonou~h, administrator of Charles S. 
McDonough, deceased, late of the United States Navy, $651.37. 

To Stephen A. Norfleet, administrator of Ernest Norfleet, deceased, of 
Ilertie County, $53.70. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, at the top of page 251, to insert: 

OHIO. 

To L. C. Barclay, granddaughter of J. O'Connor Barclay, deceased, of 
Jefferson County, $119.45. 

To James F. Fitzhugh, administrator of William E. Fitzhugh, de
ceased of Clinton County, $1,681.37. 

To Mary S. Franklin, widow of Gustavus S. Franklin, deceased, of 
Ross County, $324.31. 

To Charles B. Gilmore, brother of Fernando P. Gilmore, deceased, of 
Jefferson County, $44.11. 

To Esther H. Kautz, executrix o! the estate of Albert Kautz de-
ceased, late of the United States Navy, $211.07, ' 

To Fred B. McConnell, heir at law of Rufus S. McConnell, deceased 
late of the United States Navy, $566.03. ' 

To Nopie M. Le Breton, daughter of David McDougal, deceased of 
Ross County, $49.75. ' 

To Mrs. George C. Hagan6 widow (remanied) of John G. Mitchell, 
deceased, of Huron County, ~101.88. 

To Joseph A. Scarlett, of Hamilton County, $371.06. 
To Joseph G. C. Schenck and Sarah Crane, children of James E. 

Schenck, deceased, of Montgomery County, $100.25. . 
To Mary P. Shirley, executrix of the estate of James R. Shirley, only 

child of Paul Shirley, deceased, late of the United States Navy, 
$1J67.43. 

To Maria S. Wright, sister of Arthur II. Wright, deceased, of Frank
lin County, $23.29. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 252, after line 12, to insert: 

PFJNNSYLVANI.A.. 

To Richard Ashbridge, of Philadelphia County, $49.31. 
To Adam K. Baylor, of York, $275.59. 
To Lucius B. Blydenburgh, brother of Benjamin B. Blydenburah de-

ceased, of Philadelphia County, $378.59. "' ' 
To Georgiana Bonsall, widow of Edward Bonsall, deceased, of Dela

ware County, $75.07. 
To ~attie H. Chaplin, widow of J. Crossan Chaplin, deceased, late of 

the United States Navy, $102.50. 
To Elizabeth C. Van Reed, heir at law of George Cochran, deceased 

late of the United States Navy, $214.47. ' 
To William Cuddy, of Philadelphia County, $74.79. 
To William L. Degn, Annette N. Degn McCoy, Minnie H. Degn Wil

son, and Albert L. Degn, heirs of Laust E. Degn, deceased, late of the 
United States Navy, :i;342.16. 

'l'o Walter B. Dick, late of the United States Navy, $64.31. 
To Michael C. Drennan, of Northampton County, $15.89. 
To William w. W. Dwier of Philadelphia County, $241.GO. 
To the Commonwealth Title Insurance & Trust Co., administrator de 

bonis non cum testa.qiente annexo of the estate of Daniel Egbert, of 
Philadelphia, 916.45. · 

To the Pennsylvania Co. for Insurance on Lives and Granting 
Annuities, executor of Henry Etting, deceased, of Philadelphia County 
$6G5.86. • ' 

'l'o Ellen L. Faunce, widow of Peter Faunce, deceased, late of the 
United States Navy, $401.76. · 

To Herbert R. Green, administrator de bonis non of the estate of 
Nathaniel Green, deceased, of Berks County, $400.75. 

To Margaret A. Hoffner, widow of Richard J. Hoffner, deceased late 
of the United States Navy, 255.78. ' 

'l'o Samuel W. Latta, of Philadelphia County, $105.68. 
To l\Ia1·garetta D. Abbey Henry Lelar, jr., William D. Lelar l\Ia.ry 

D. Pierce, and Ellen D. Lefar, children and sole heirs at law ot' Henry 
Lelar, deceased, late of the United States Navy, $312.37. 

To Mary E. Maxwell and Blanche M. Lewis, daughters of James Mc
Clelland, deceased, of Northampton County, $684.25. 

To Mary McLeod, widow of Norman McLeod, deceased, late of the 
United States Navy, $326.75. 

To E. Rittenhouse Miller, executor of J. Dickenson Miller, deceased, 
late of the United States Navy, $1,852.33. 

To Rebecca P. Nields, executrix of Henry C. Nields, deceased, late of 
the United States Navy, $960. · 

To Adelaide R. ~naw, widow of Samuel F. Shaw, deceased, of Phila
delphia County $6139.73. 

'l'o Georgia k :Morrison, admjnistl'atrix of George Smith, deceased, 
late of the United State:; Nary, $553.48. 

To John C. Spear, of Montgomery County, $232.60. 
To Robert Steel, late of the United States Navy, $158.83. 
To Cornelia A .. mmer, widow of Albert F . Ulmer, deceased, late o! 

the United States Navy, $388.51. 
To Phoebe N. Ver Meulen, widow of Edmund C. Ver Meulen, deceased, 

of Philadelphia County, $55.89. 
To Henry Whelen, of Philadelphia County $158.12. 
To Fred White, son and heir at law of Edward w. White, deceased, 

late of the United States Navy, $652.75. 
To- P. Fendall Young. exeeutor of William S. Young, deceased, of 

-Philadelphia County, $231.05. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, at the top of page 256, to iIIBert: 

RHODE ISL.A.ND. 

To Frederick A. _Caldwell, administrator of the estate of Charles 
H. B. Caldwell, decea8€d, of Woonsocket, $80.75. 

To Charles L. Green and Samuel T. Green, executors of Charles Green, 
deceased, residing in Providence, R. I., and South Windsor, Conn., re-
spectively, $1,550.87. · • 

To Thomas Dunn, administrator of Charles Hunter, deceased, of New
port County, $41.20. 

'l'he amendment '\\US agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 256, after line 12, to insert r 

TE~SSEE • . 

To Flora C. Martine, widow of Alfred H. Martine, deceased, late of 
the United States Navy, $691.91. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 256, after line 16, to insert: 

UTAH. 

To Mary V. R. Shipley, widow of George T. Shipley, deceased, late 
of the United States Navy, $231.42. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 256, after line 20, to insert : 

VERMONT. 

To Henry L. Johnson, late of the United States Navy, $142..47. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, at the top of page 257, to insert: 

VIRGINll.A. 

To Edward Ambler, executor of James M. Ambler, deceased, of Fau-
quier County, $176.71. · 

•ro George P. Barnes, of Norfolk County, $160.27. 
'110 Mary J. Frothingham, Margaret E. Cavendy, Mary F. Coy, heirs 

at law of Edward Cavendy, deceased, late of the United States Navy, 
$353.59. 

To Charles Schroeder, administrator of the estate of Samuel G. City, 
deceased, of Norfolk, $332.72. 

To Margaret A. Blackmore, daughter of Charles F. Guillon, deceased, 
of Elizabeth City County, $225.56. 

To H. S. Herman, administrator of William M. King, deceased, of 
Norfolk County, $207.99. 

To John T. Newton, of Norfolk County, $66.30. 
'l'o James M. Odend'hal, administrator of John W. Odend'hal, de

ceased, of Norfolk County, $671.23. 
To Alice C. l\IcRitchie, Waring F. Reynolds, Clarence A. Reynolds, 

Henry S. Reynolds, C. Russell Reynolds, Virginia J. Reynolds, Frank H. 
Reynolds, Vernon T. Reynolds, and Fannie W. Reynolds, sole heirs at 
law of Silas Reynolds, deceased, residin_g in the States of Virginia, 
Maryland, and the District of Columbia, ::;748.68. 

To Mary S. Mcintosh and Elllzabeth S. Taylor, children of .Tohn L. 
Saunders, deceased, of Norfolk County, $210. 

To Louise V. Hudgins, daughter of Edward E. Stone, deceased, of 
Norfolk County, $337.17. 

To Mary E. R. Smith, widow (remarried) of Emory H. Taunt, de· 
ceased, of Culpeper County, $105.20. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 258, after line 16, to insert : 

WEST VIIlGL"'lIA. 

To Julia 1\1. Woods and Mary E. Hagan, dau~hters; Mary J. Edelen 
and William 1\1. Junkin, grandchildren, of DaVJd X. Junkin, deceased, 
of Berkeley County, $203.16. · 

To Harri<>t S. Lyeth, administratrix of Clinton H. Lyeth, deceased, 
late of the United States Navy, $202.19. 

To Thornton T. Perry, son of Roger Perry, deceased, of Jefferson 
County, 51.80. , 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, at the top of page 259, to insert: 

WISCO~SIN. 

To Charles C. Grafton .... brother of Edward C. Grafton, decea5ed, of 
Fond du Lac County, $7:.:::0.39. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 260, after line 4, to insert: 

CLAIMS OF OFFICERS OF THE UNITED STATES ARMY FOR ADDITIONAL 
PAY, COMMONLY KNOWN .AS LONGEVITY CLA.I IS, SO AS TO INCLUDE 
THE PERIOD OF CADET SERVICE Di THE UNITED STATES MILlTa.IlY 
ACADEMY AT WE.ST PornT. 

C.A.Lll'OTINIA. 

To Virginia Forse, administratrix of the estate of .Albert Gallatin 
Forse, deceased, of River ide County, $1,924.G2. 

To Flora A. Janes, administratrix of Leroy L. Janes, deceased, ot 
San Jose, $752.08. 

To James M. Seawell, administrator of the estate of Washington 
Seawell, deceased, of San Francisco, $2,237.55. 

To .Tulia I!.J. Wilcox. widow of Orlando B. Wilcox, deceased, late of 
the United States Army, $806.40. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

To Kat:kerine Du B~ Beale, administratrix of the estate of Samuel S. 
Carroll, deceased, of Washington, 955.77. 

To Thomas L. Casey and Edward P. Casey, surviving executors o! 
the estate of Thomas L. Casey, deceased, of Washington, $1,699.83. 
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To Richard G. Davenport, brother and sole heir at law of Thomas 
Corbin Davenport, deceased of Washington, 1,190.95. 

To Annie H. Eastman, administratrix of the estate of Seth Eastman, 
deceased, late of the United States Army, $2,833.89. 

To Ulrica Dahlgren Pierce, administratdx of the estate of Vinton A. 
Goddard, deceased, of Washington, $549.84. 

To Francis H. Hardie, Joseph C. Hardie, Caroline H. Neall Catherine 
M. Hardie, and Isabelle H. Hardie, children and sole he rs at law 
of James A.Hen Ilardiei.. deceased, of the District of Columbia, $1,760.23. 

To the Washington Loan & Trust Co., administrator of the estate of 
Edward McK. Hudson, deceased, of Washington, $1,624.45. 

To Mary B. Hunt, executrix of the estate of Henry J. llunt, deceased, 
of the District of Columbia, $1.781.29. 

To Alexander Mackenzie, of the District of Columbia, $2,215.4 7. 
To Cornelia M. Mason, widow of John Sanford Mason, deceased, of 

the Dish·ict of Columbia, $1,412.14. 
To Clara D. Miller, widow of John M11ler, deceased, of the District 

of Columbia, $5,335.44. 
To the Wa ;bington Loan & Trust Co., administrator of the estate of 

Alfred · Pleasanton, deceased, of Washington, $1,320.83. 
To the Washington Loan & Trust Co., administrator of the estate of 

Rufus Saxton, deceased, of Washington, $1,239.65. 
To John Paul Earnest, administrator of the estate of Sebree Smith, 

deceased, of the District of Columbia, $1188.73. 
To the American Security & Trust Co., executor of the estate of 

Thomas Crook Sullivan, deceased, of Washington, $2,009.38. 
To Mary Tassin, widow of Augustus G. '.fassin, deceased, of Wash

ington, $107.02. 
To John A. Baker, administrator of the estate of William J. Twin

ing. deceased, of the District of Columbia, $2,438.85. 
To the A.mel'ican Security & Trust Co., administrator de bonis non 

of the estate of Charles R. Woods, deceased, of the District of Columbia, 
$1.080.99. 

To Elizabeth P. O'Conner, widow (remarried), and Edward B. 
Wright, son and only child of Edward Maxwell Wright, deceased, late 
of the United States Army, $1,101.32, to be proportioned as follows : 

To Elizabeth P. O'Conner, a subject of Great Britain. $367.11. 
To Edward B. Wright, of the District of Columbia, $734.21. 

FLORIDA.. 

To Hugh T. Reed, of Orange County, $814.68. 
ILLINOIS. 

To Mat·ia N. Flint, widow of Franklin Foster Flint, deceased, of 
Highland Park, $2,065.12. 

IOWA. 

To Daniel Robinson, of Des Moines, $4, 736.06. 
KENTUCKY. 

To Seneca H. Norton, of Ashland, $436.32. 
MAINE. 

To Lincoln H. Newcomb, administrator 'de bonis non cum testamento 
annexo of the estate of Henry Prince, deceased, of Eastport, $1,946.56. 

. MARYLAND. 

To William M. Graham, sr., administrator of the estate of William 
Montrose Graham, deceased, of Anne Arundel County, $590.80. 

To EUzabeth B. Hughes, executrix of the estate of William Burton 
Hui;hes, deceased, of Baltimore, $2,041.29. 

To Catherine Tully, executrix of the estate of Redmund Tully, de
ceased, of Cumberland, 2,013.06. 

MASSACHUSETTS. 

To Henry L. Abbot, of Cambridge, $2,029.57. 
To Isabelle H. Adams. administratrix of the estate of Arthur Ilubert 

Burnham, deceased, of Boston, $1,912.97. 
To Henry M. Lazelle, of Worcester County, $2,330.03. 
To Mary 0. H. Stoneman, administratrix of the estate of George 

Stoneman, deceased, of Boston, $1,291.30. 
MICHIGAN. 

To Julia S. Weeks, administratrix of the estate of Ca~t. Harrison S. 
Weeks,. deceased, late of the United States Army, $1,57~.70. 

NEBRASKA. 

To William F. Norris, of the United States Army, $1,009.20. 
NEW .TERSEY. 

To James Davison, United States Army, retil'ed. $2,917.98. 
To John Henry Edson, of Union County, $676.40. 
To Henrietta B. Hawes, administratrix of the estate of David C. 

Houston, deceased, of Bergen County, $2,071.02. 
NEW YORK. 

To H. w. Dresser, administrator de bonls non cum testamento annexo 
of the estate of William C. Forbush. deceased, of Erle County, $1,737.65. 

To Campbell T. Hamilton, administrator of the estate of John Hamil
ton, deceased, of New York City, $1,757.91. 

To Edward II. Peaslee and Edmund P. Kendrick, executors of the 
estate of Henry L. Kendrick, deceased, of New York City and Spring
field, Mass., respectively, $2 17!>.60. 

To Jacob Ford Kent, of Albany County, $2,755.84. 
To Alexander Logan Morton, of New York City, $1,542.27. 
To Annie Fraser Wood1 administratrix of the estate of Lafayette B. 

Wood, deceased, late of tne United States Army, $1,202.10. 
OHIO. 

To Caroline M. Clo us, widow of John W. Clous, deceased, of Dayton, 
$2, 41.18. 

To Virginia Lape, administratrix of the estate of Wentz Curtis Miller, 
deceased, of Hamilton County, $1,543.60. 

PE~SYLVANIA. 

To the Fidelity Trust Co., executor of the estate of Joseph Roberts, 
deceased, of Philadelphia, $2,246.19. 

To Annie El. Ruff, executrix of the estate of Charles F1·ederick Rufi'., 
deceased, of Philadelphia, $1,755.52. 

RHODE ISLA...~O. 

To Mary Tooker Best, executrix of the estate of Clermont Livingston 
Best, deceased, of Newport, $2,363.76. · . 

SOUTH CAROLINA. • 
To Cecile W. King, daughter and only child of Stephen Moore West

more, otherwise known as Stephen West-Moore, of Charleston, $486.72. 
Provided, That in the settlement of claims for longevity pay and 

allowances on account of services of officers in the Regular Army aris-

ing ·under section 15 of an act approved July 5, 1838, entitled "An act 
to lncreaF.e the pre ent milltary establishment of the United States, and 
for other purposes," and subsequent acts affecting longevity pay and 
allowances, the accounting officers of the Treasury shall credit as serv
ice in the Army of the United States, within the meaning of said acts, 
all services rendered as a cadet at the United States Military Academy 
and as an enlisted man or commissioned officer in the Regular and 
Volunteer Armies, and no settlement heretofore made shall preclude a 
settlement under the terms of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
l\fr. JOHNSTON of Alabama. I wish to ask the chairman of 

the committee if it is in order now for me to offer an amend
ment to the par:igraph which has just been read. 

l\lr. ORA WFORD. I would prefer to have the amendments 
of the Committee on Claims disposed of :first. Then I shall be 
glad to give an opportu:tiity for individual amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the amend
ment is agreed to. The reading of the bill will be resumed. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Claims was, on 

page 267, after line 17, to insert: 
MISCELLAXEOL'3 CLAIMS WIIICH AllE BASED O~ COURT FINDINGS. 

CALIFORNIA. 

To the State of California, $5,265.95. 
KENTUCKY. 

To the legal representative of James Harvey Dennis, $~G,5~8.u0, 
being the sum found by the Court of Claims to be due to him by reason 
of certain contracts for the improvement of the Tennessee River. 

To Louis Landram, administrator of William J . Landram, deceased, 
late collector of internal revenue for the eighth collection di trlct of 
Kentucky, $5,346.20. 

MI CHI GAY. 

To John Alexander Besonen, of Marquette County, $297.27. 
.SEW YORK. 

To Isabella G. Francis, administratrix of the estate of Roger A. 
Francis, deceased, late a resident of the State of New York, $17,185.47. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 

To Clayton G. Landis, admini trator of the estate of David B. 
Landis, deceased, late of Lancaster, $11,112.22 ; and to the estate of 
Jacob F. Sheaffer, deceased, late of Lancaster, $34,055. 

VIRGl:\'IA. 
To D. B. Barbour and Andrew P. Gladden, of Newport News, Va., 

and Clarksburg, W. Va., respectively, $758. 
Mr. ORA WFORD. There is an error in the computation of the 

items under California, and it is necessary to amend the amend
ment. I off er the amendment I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend
ment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 267, line 20, strike out the word 
":five" and insert in lieu thereof the word "twenty-eight." 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
l\Ir. CRAWFORD. I desire to offer an amendment, to be in

serted in line 9, on page 269. It is to save administration costs 
where the amounts are so small that the cost of administration 
would eat up the amount of the claim. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 269, line D, after the word ".Army 
or Navy," it is proposed to insert: 

Or for overtime in l:nited States navy yards. 
'I.lie amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 270, after line D, to insert 

as a new section the following : 
SEC. 4. That from and after the passage and approval of this act 

the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims shall not extend to or include 
any claim against the United States based upon or growing out of the 
destruction of any property or damage done to any property by the 
military or naval forces or the United States during the war for the 
suppression of the rebellion; nor to any flaim for stores and upplies 
taken by or furnished to or for the use o the military or naval forces 
of the United States, nor to any claim fot• the value of any use and 
occupation of any real estate by the military or naval forces of the 
United States during said war; nor shall said CoUl't of Claims bavo 
jurisdicMon of any claim which is now barred by the provisions of any 
law of the United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was concluded. 
Mr. ORA WFORD. Mr. Presi<lent, this is probably as far as 

we shall be able to proceed this morning. It concludes the read
ing of the amendments so far as concerns tho e proposed by the 
committee. 

I desire to press the bill for consideration during the morning 
hour to-morrow, and if Senator have amendments which they 
wish to present and have voted upon I hope they will then be 
i·eady. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I have two amendments. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is still in the Senate 

as in Committee of the Whole and open to amendment. 
Mr. LODGE. I have two amendments to offer, to come in on 

page 264, after line 17. They are two claims for longevity pay, 
which came in too late to be dealt with by the committee. 
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Longevity claims have all been allowed, and the committee 

bas gone fnrther and has brought in a clause providing for their 
being paid without the necessity of going in as separate claims 
in bills--a general payment. Therefore, I think these two 
should be included with the other longevity claims. 

Mr. ORA WFORD. I think the committee can accept those 
amendments. They are in exactly the same class and are gov
erned by the same law and decisions of the courts as the items 
of that character in the bill. 

l\Ir. Sl\IOOT. I should like to ask the chairman of the com
mittee whether he expects to accept amendments embracing 
other classes of claims under the headings as found in this bill? 

l\fr. CRAWFORD. Certainly not. But I think that in a case 
like this, where the courts m ve settled the question and the 
Court of Claims has made a finding, it being exactly the same 
as 75 others, the committee ought really to accept the amend
ment, but outside of cases which come within such classes I do 
not propose to accept amendments. 

l\Ir. LODGEJ. A general clause has been put in covering all 
these claims. They are not open to a single objection, of course. 

l\fr. SMOOT. I did not rise to make any objection, but I 
wanted to know what the policy of the chairman of the com
mittee was to be in relation to other amendments that may be 
offered, because if such amendments are to be offered to this 
bill, and are to be accepted by the chairman, it seems to me 
the bill will be opened so widely and loaded so heavily that it 
will be almost impossible to pass it. 

Mr. ORA WFORD. I will say very frankly that I shall 
oppose, generally, amendments to this bill unless there is some 
reason so manifest why they should be allowed that the com
mittee can accept them. Otherwise I certainly shall feel like 
referring them to the Senate and having them discussed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
amendments proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The SECRETARY. On page 264, after line 17, it is proposed to 
insert: 

To Frank H. Phipps, of Springfield Mass., $2,314.17. 
'l'o Clifford H. Frost and Frank B. ~fcAllister, trustees under the will 

of Zealous B. Tower, late of the United States Army, $1,669.51. 

The amendments were agreed to. 
Mr. SHIVELY obtained the floor. 
Mr. ORA WFORD. The Senator from Connecticut has an 

amendment exactly the same as that of the Senator from 
Massachusetts. 

The PRESIDll~G OFFICER. The Ohair has recognized the 
Senator from Indiana, who has the floor. 

l\Ir. SHIVELY. Mr. President, I have here an amendment 
which I think is identical in nature with the amendment just 
offered, which was accepted by the chairman of the committee. 
It is an amendment to come in on page 259, after line 4. I 
send the amendment to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Indiana will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 259, after line 4, it is proposed to 
insert: 

To T4omas Addington, of Winchester, Ind., $78.54. 

Mr. ORA WFORD. At what place on page 259 is it to be 
inserted? · 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On page 259, after line 4. 
Mr. ORA WFORD. Is that a longevity claim? I will ask 

the Senator from Indiana to hand it to me, and let it go over 
until we take up the bill to-morrow. 

Mr. SHIVELY. I do not want to take any chances. 
Mr. ORA WFORD. I shall probably have no objection to it. 
Mr. SHIVELY. I think it is exactly the same kind of claim 

that was presented and which was accepted by the chairman 
of the committee. I want to add, however, that it seems there 
has been some change in the print of the bill since I filed this 
report, so that perhaps that is not precisely the place in the 
bill where the amendment should appear. 

Il1PEACHMENT OF ROBERT W. ARCHBALD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (Mr. BACON) having an
nounced that the time had arrived for the consideration of the 
articles of impeachment against Robert w. Archbald, the re
spondent appeared with his counsel, Mr. Worthington, Mr. 
Simpson, and Mr. Robert W. Archbald, jr. 

The managers on the part of the House of Representatives 
appeared in the seats provided for them. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Sergeant at Arms will 
make proclamation. 

The Assistant Sergeant at Arms (:Ur. Cornelius) made the 
usual proclamation. 

The PRESIDENT P.l'O tempore. The Jomnal of the last sit
ting of the court will be read. 

Mr. GALLINGER. l\fr. President, I would raise the question 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDE1\"T pro tempore. The Senator from Kew 
Hampshire makes the point of no quorum. The Secretary will 
call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names : 
Ashurst Cullom l\fcLean 
Bacon Curtis Martin, Va. 
Bailey Davis l\Iartine, N. J. 
Bankhead Dixon Massey 
Borah du Pont Myers 
Brandege.e Fletcher New lands 
Bristow Foster O'Gorman 
Brown Gallinger Oliver 
Rryan Gardner Overman 
Burnham Guggenheim Page 
Burton Hitchcock Penrose 
Clapp Johnson, Me. Perkins 
Clark, Wyo. Johnston, Ala. Perky 
Clarke, Ark. ,La Follette Pomerene 
Crane Lea Richardson 
Crawford Lodge Root 
Culberson Mccumber Shively 

Smith, Ariz. 
Smith, Ga. 
Smith, Md. 
Smlth, Mich. 
Smith, S. C. 
Smoot 
Stephenson 
Sutherland 
Swanson 
'Ihornton 
Townsend 
Warren 
Wetmore 
Works 

Mr. CULBERSON. The Senator from Oregon [~fr. CHAM
BERLAIN] is absent necessarily on business of the Senate. I 
make that announcement for the day. 

Mr. PAGE. On account of the continued illness of my col
league [Mr. DILLINGHAM], he is absent from the city. 

Mr. WORKS. The senior Senator from Washington [:\Ir. 
JONES] is necessarily ab ent on business of the Senate. I make 
this announcement for the day. 

Mr. SHIVELY. My colleague [Mr. KERN] is unavoidably 
absent from the Senate. I make this announcement to stand 
for the day. 

The PRESIDENT p1·0 tempore. Upon the call of the roll of 
the Senate 65 Senators have responded to their names. A 
quorum of the Senate is present. The Secretary will read the 
Journal of the last session of the Senate sitting as a Court of 
Impeachment. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings of the Senate sitting 
as a Court of Impeachment was read. 

Mr. WORTIDNGTON. I should lHrn to hear read again what 
is in the minutes as to the description of the papers which were 
subject matter of the vote. As I understood it, it did not seem 
to me to be correct. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will again 
read the item. 

The Secretary read as follows : 
Pending the examination of the witness, Mr. WEBB offered in evi

dence copy of an assignment by E. J. Williams to William P. Boland 
of two options covering a culm bank known as Katydid, executed on 
the 5th of September, A. D. 1911. 

l\fr. WORTHINGTON. That is correct. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there are no objections to 

the Journal, it will be considered as approved. 
Mr. BA.NKHElAD. Mr. President, I ask that I may be sworn. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senators who are present 

who have not heretofore been sworn will advance to the desk 
and take the oath. 

l\fr. BANKHEAD and l\!r. LEA advanced to the Vice President's 
desk, and the oath was administered to them by the President 
pro tempore. 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, I offer the following order. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. 
The Secretary read as follows : 
Ordered, That such briefs and citations of authorities as have already 

been prepared by the managers on . the part of the House and counsel 
for the respondent be filed with the Secretary and printed in the 
RECORD for the immediate use of Senators. 

l\fr. Manager CLAYTON. Mr.'President, I thought the Senate 
had indicated its pleasure yesterday to await the disposition 
of the matter of presenting, the briefs until the argument of 
the case was to be had. 

I wish to say, l\Ir. President, assuming the ruling of the Sen
ate yesterday to be to the effect that the managers would not be 
expected to bring any brief to-day, they have not brought a 
brief into the Senate at this time. If, however, Mr President, 
the Senate sees fit to adopt that order the managers will ac
quiesce in it and will at the earliest practicable moment bring 
into the Senate the brief which they have prepared-and to 
which perhaps they may wish to add a little between now and 
the time of its presentation-and file it in accordance with the 
order, so that it may be printed. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. We, too, Mr. President, had assumed 
that that matter would come up later in the trial. But very, 
soon after the brief of the managers shall be filed, of which 
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we will be furnished a copy, of course, we will submit om-brief 
in reply. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
order which has been read from the desk? The Chair hears 
none, and it will be considered as having been unanimously 
ordered. 

l\lr. l\lanager WEBB. Mr. President may I at this point 
make one correction in. the RECORD? On page 98, in the right
hand column, five paragraphs from the bottom, the question 
was, "I understand that when the note was gone," and so forth. 
It should read "when the note was drawn."' 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That correction is recognized 
as proper by all, and it will be made. . 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. l\lr. President, I would like to ask 
whether we can be furnished with a copy of the proceedings 
each day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Undoubtedly. 
Mr. WORTIDNGTON. We ha·rn none on our desks. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will direct that 

there be furnished each day to the counsel and to the managers 
a sufficient number of copies. The Chair is informed that they 
are now upon the desks of the counsel. 

Mr. WORTIDNGTON. I meant the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 
Th~ PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will direct that 

the managers and the counsel for the respondent be furnished 
with copies of the RECORD also each day. 

l\Ir. l\Ia.nager WEBB. l\fay I now ask that Mr. E. J. Williams 
be recalled as a witne s? 

l\ll'. l\Ianager CLAYTON. · l\Ir. President, my brother WEBB 
was not at the session hel<l by the m::ma.gers this morning. Ile 
was detained elsewhere, but all the managers with the exception 
of my brother WEBB were present. It was called to our atten
tion that a certain w~tness who has been subprenaed announced 
that he did not intend to come here unless brought on process 
issuecl by the Senate. It appeared yesterday, Mr. President, 
from reading the returns of the Sergeant at Arms, that Mr. 
J. H. Rittenhoui;ie, an important witness in this ca e, had been 
regularly subpoonaed to attend and was required to be here 
ye terday. He was not here yesterday. Ile is not here to-day. 
Ile is the witness who, we are informed, said he woulll not 
come unless brought here by process of the Senate. 

Therefore, l\fr. President, · I ask to have called the officer 
wlto served the snl>poona upon the witness and proye the 
serrice. Then I shall ask for an attachment to bring him here. 

'l'lle PRESIDENT pro tempore. He will be called. 
James K. Julian appeared and was sworn. 
Mr. Manager CLAYTON. l\lr. President, will you inter

rogate him as to the service? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Mr. Julian, were you charged 

with the service of a subpoona upon Mr. J. II. Rittenhouse? 
l\Ir. JULIAN. I was. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Did you serve it? 
l\Ir. JULIAN. I did. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. At what time and place? 
1\Ir. JULIAN. Saturday, November 3, at 10 a. Ill., 713 Con

nell Building, Scranton, Pa. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In wliat manner did you 

serve him? · 
1\Ir. JULIAN. I sernd him personally and left a copy. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Delivering him a copy? 
1\Ir. JULIAN. Delivering him a copy. . 
Mr. Manager CLAYTON. I failed to catch, l\Ir. President, 

whether you asked the witness what his office is. 
Mr. JULIAN. I am an em1)loyee in the office of the Sergeant 

at Arms of the Senate. 
1\Ir. Manager CLAYTON. And by the direction of the 

Se1·geant at Arms of that office you served this snbpoona upon 
. J. Il. Rittenhouse? 

Mr. JULIAN. I did. 
i\Ir. Manager CLAYTON. Mr. President, I · make the state

ment that we are entitled to this attachment by reason thaf the 
witness was not here at the sitting· when his name was. called. 
Therefore I should like for him to be called now. 
· The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Sergeant at Arms will 
call the name of the witne~. 

The ASSISTANT SERGE.A.NT .A.T ARMS. Mr. James H. Ritten
house! James II. Rittenhouse! James H. Rittenhouse! Ap
pear and answer the summons. 

~lr. Manager CLAYTON. The witness not having answered, 
l\Ir. President, I move for the appropriate order. 

Tile PRESIDENT pro tempore. The manager will senll it to 
the desk and it will be acted upon at once. 

l\Ir. Manager CLAYTON (nfter a pnu e). I will ask that 
the Secretary report the proposed order. 

The PRESIDE'NT pro tem1)ore. The Secretary will report it. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
Ordered~ That an attachment do issue in accordance with the rules 

of the Senate of the United States for one J. IL Rittenhouse, a witness 
heretofore duly subp~naed in this proceeding on behalf of the managers 
of the House of Representatives. 

The PRESIDENT. pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
adoption of the order just read from the desk? If not, it will 
be considered as having been unanimously adopted, and the nec
essary attachment will be issued. 

TESTIMO)."Y OF E. J'. WILLI.A.llS-COXTIXUED. 

Mr. Manager WEBB. Now, I ask that E. J. Williams be 
called. It has been suggested that the few remain~g question 
which I am to ask this witness may be heard more distinctly 
by standing at this point in the Chamber. [Taking a position 
in the aisle.] 

E. J. Williams appeared and took the seat at the Secretary' 
desk pro\·ided for witnesses. 

Q. (By 1\Ir. 1\Ianager WEBB.) l\Ir. Williams, yesterday after
noon, just before tlie Senate adjourned, I asked you if you knew 
that C. G. and W. P. Boland were parties to a lawsuit rrendin° 
at the time you presented that note to them from Judge Arch~ 
bald, and you said you did not remember. Is that correct?-A. 
I can not hear you very well, sir. 

Q. Yesterday afternoon I understood you to say that when 
the note was drawn by Judge Archbald. to John Henry Jones 
and signed by Judge Archbald, and indorsed by Jmlge Archbald, 
yourself, and Jones, and was turned over to you to be dis
counted, and when you started to Mr. Boland to have him dis
count it, you did not know that W. P. or Christy Boland were 
parties to a suit then pending in Judge Archbald's court.-A.. I 
do not think they were, sir. 

Q. If I may be permitted to refresh your recollection, let me 
ask you if you did not swear before the Judiciary Committee 
lastl\fay--

Mr. WORTHINGTON. On what page? 
1\Ir. Manager WEBB. Page 479. 
The WITNESS. Look at the date on tlle note and look at the 

date of the suit. 
Q. (By l\Ir. l\Ianager WEBB.) If the note was drawn in the 

summer or fall of 1009--A. Yes. There was not suit then. 
Q. Let me ask you this question : Did you not swear before 

the Judiciary Committee as follows--A. I might swear wrong, 
you know, because I did not know the date exactly. 

Q. Listen to this question please, l\Ir. Williams: 
The CHAmMA)f. At the time you presented the note to Bolanu and 

asked him to discount it, did you know that either one or both of the 
Bolands was party defendant in a case pending before Judge Archbald? 
• Mr. WILLIAMS. Well, I did know; but I did not think of that, 
though-that that had anything to do with it. 

Did you swear to that before the Judiciary Committee? 
A. I did not know and ne-ver considered anything of the kind. 
Q. Judge Archbald, in his answer, admits that when this 

note was executed by him an<l. turned over to you and Jone" 
for discount there was a suit pending in his court in which the 
two Bolands were parties because they owned two-thirds inter
est in the Marian Coal Co. If the judge knew that, I ask if 
you did not know it too ?-A. No, sir; I did not know it. · 

Q. I ask you if you did not sweai: before the ;Judiciary Com-
mittee that you did know it-

Well, I did know., but I did not think that bad--· 

A. No, sir. 
Q. "That had anything to do with it" ?-A. No, sir; not with 

me at that time. I did not go there on any suit or any con
sideration of any suit. I went there as a friend to them. 

Q. I understand that, Mr. Williams.-A. They were, I think, 
friendly with me all right . 

Q. The point I want to bring out is whether or not you knew 
when you carried that note to the Bolands that they were inter
ested in a. suit then pending in Judge Archbald's court?-A. I 
never considered that at all. 

Q. Did you swear last May before the Judiciary Committee 
that you knew it?-A. I do not remember whether I did or not. 

Q. You were intimate with the Bolanus, were you not?
A. Very intimate with them; yes, s.ir. 

Q. And intimate with the Judge?-A. Yes, sir; with them all. 
Q. Do you mean· to say that you did not know the Bolanus 

were interested in a suit with Peale against the Marian Coal 
Co. ?-A. No, sir; I did not know. I am perfectly honest in my 
opinion all dght that I did not know, arnl never consi<lered it 
in the transaction at all. 

Q. I asked you yesterday afternoon if ~-ou did not go to Judge 
Archbald immediately after you were snbpoonaed to come down 
and testify before the Judiciary Committee, and you answered 
"I do not remember." __ Do you remember now whetller or n~t 

-1 
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you did go to Juclge Archbald's office immediately after you 
were subpoonaed to come before the Judiciary Committee?-A. I· 
should not wonder a bit if I did. 

Q. Did you ?-A. Yes, sir; I did. 
Q. Did you go to his office in the Federal Building in Scranton 

immediately after you were subpoonaed to come before the Judi
ciary Committee?-A. Yes, sir. 

Q. I ask you if you swore this before the Judiciary Com
mittee-

1\Ir. WORTHINGTON. On what page? 
l\lr. Manager WEBB. Page 800 [reading] : 
'.l'he CHAIR'.\lAN. John Henry Jones, testifying last Saturday, I believe, 

Rn1d that when he went to Judge Archbald's office last Monday-that is, 
the Monday before tbe one just gone-to have a note indorsed by the 
jud;;e he found you present. Were you there? 

Mr. 'VILLI.AMS. Yes, sir. 
The .CHAIRMAN. That was after . you had been subprenaed to testify 

before this committee, was it not? 
Ir. WILLIAMS. I guess it was; yes, sir. . 

The CrrAIRMAN. Why did you go to Judge Arcbbald's office after you 
bad been subprenaed to come before this committee to testify? 

Mr. Wrr,Lu.Ms. I did not go about the-I just told him I was sub
p<Pna cd on the casP. 

The CHAIRMAN. You went down to bis office to t ell him you had been 
snbprenaed? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes, sir; I got subprenaed. 
'.l.'he CHAIR:\I.A.N. What else did you tell him? 
.Mr. WILLIAMS. That is all he said to me-to tell the truth and the 

whol e truth about it-und that is all. And that is all tbe talk I had 
about the tping altogether. "Tell the whole truth to them," he says, 
"the whole thing." That is what the judge said to me. 

Tl.!e CIIAIR;\IA:\'. How many conversations have you had with Judge 
Archbald about the sale of t his cu1m bank since Mr. Brown examined 
you on March 23, 1912? 

Mt·. WILLIAMS. Not many. 
Tl.!e CHAil1:!11Al\. How many w-ould you say, Mr. Williams? 
Mt·. WILLIA~s . Well, I might have three or four talks with him 

now and then. 

I tllat correct? Is it true that you were in Juclge Archbakl's 
office?-A. Yes, sir. 

Q. On 1\Ionday morning, after haying been subpoouaecl here 
on Snnday?-A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Why di<l you go to Judge Archbald's office immediately 
after you were subpoonaed to come down here and testify in 
thi inyestigation before the House committee?-A. I think it 
was natural for me to go there. Was it not? 

Q. Why was it natmal ?-A. And .tell him what was going on. 
Thnt is the point. He told me then, sir, to tell the truth and 
let tlle consequences go where they will. That is what he told 
me, and I am telling you the truth. 

Q. So :rou remember this morning that you did go to his 
offict>, and you did not remember it yesterday. Now, I ask you 
if you did not girn this to the Judiciary Committee as a reason 
wlly you went there? It is found on page 803, in your testi
mony: 

:Mt·. WILLIAMS. Ile did pay my fare; yes., sir. 
Ir. W E BB. You did say, too, that the only time you saw him was at 

the railroad station; is that right? 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I seen him. I was in the office Monday mornina 

and I was there for the sa.me purpose as I was when I went to the 
depot to meet him- to get money to come here. That was my object. 

DiLl you swear that before the Judiciary Committee?-A. Yes, 
sir. · 

The PREJSIDEXT pro tempore (after a pause) . The witness 
hns answered the question. 

The WITNESS. Yes, sir. 
Q. (By l\Ir. i\Ianager WEBB.) Now, one more question, l\Ir. 

.Williams. When you were talking to tlle judge about Mr. 
May's refusal to let you have this option after, as you said 
yesterday, Mr. l\iay had grufHy declined to give it to you did 
the judge then and there tell you that he had some cas~s in 
whicb Brownell was interested, and that he would go to see 
Brownell ?-A. You say that. I do not understand you all 
right. Let me understand you better. 

Q. I ask yon if, after Mr. May had grufHy declined to let you 
have this option on the Katydid culm bank: and you returned to 
the judge with_ that information, if the judge told you then and 
there that he had some cases before his court in which Brownell 
was interested ?-A. No; I picked up the paper myself, sir, off 
the desk there. "Here are some cases," I said, "against the 
Erie, ain't they-these lighterage cases; two cases there?" 

Q. Let me ask you this question, then. On page 588 of the 
record before the House Committee on the Judiciary I ask you 
if the chairman did not make this statement to you. 

.And he told you-

Ilef erring to the judge-
th~t t he lighterage cas~ was one of the casefi that Brownell and the 
r ailroad company wPre mtet·est ed in? 

Mr. \\II.LI.UI S . Yes, sit'. 

The W1T~E s . Yes, sir; those are the cases that are on the 
paper. 

Q. (By Mr. Manager WEBB.) Did he tell you that Brownell 
was interested in those cases ?-A. No, sir; he did not tell me 
nothing of that kind. 

Q. I thought you said yesterday that you knew that l\Ir. 
B1:owne~ was marked counsel ?-A. I did not tell you any such 
th.mg, su·. 

. Q. iWhat?-A. I did not tell you that. I told you that I 
picked up that paper off the desk and the two cases I seen 
there, and I asked what "lighterage" meant. I did not know 
what it meant at all. I did not know what lighterage was, and 
he explained to me the lighterage. 

Q. Why were you examining the United States Commerce 
Court judge's docket? Why were yot1 examining his docket nt 
that time? When you were talking about securing this culm 
dump from the Erie Railroad, why were you examining his 
docket?-A. I do not understand that. 

Q. Why were you examining the judge's docket-the brief, or 
whatever you call it?-A. The trial list was on tlle table, on 
the desk. 

Q. Why were you looking into the trial list of cases befor~ 
his court?-A. I just looked at it and picked it up. 

Q. Was the word "lighterage" written on it?-A... Yes, sir. 
Q. Did you then ask the judge what "lighterage" meant?

.A. I did; yes, sir . 
Q. Did he tell you then that that was one of the cases in 

which Brownell was interested, and that he would go to see 
Brownell ?-A. That that was one of the cases against tlle Eri~ 
at the· time. -

Q. Why were you talking about cases which the Erie had? 
Was it because you were trying to get this dump from thP. 
Erie?-A. Because those were the cases that I seen on the Ii:•£ 
sir. · 

Q. And you were trying to get the Katydid dump from the 
Erie, from Mr. May; is that right?-A. What? 

Q. And tliat you were trying to get the Katydid culm dump 
through l\fr. l\Iay from the Erie Railroad; is that right?-A. 
No; I was not. I told you that those are the first cases th~t 
I seen on the list. 

Q. I understand. And the Erie Railroad owned this cuwi 
dump?-A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And you were trying to get the culm dump from 1\Ir. May, 
who was the agent of the Erie Railroad by being the manager 
of the coal company-that you were trying to get this dump 
from 1\Ir. 1\Iay? Now, can you tell me why you and Jud()'e 
.Archba)d should discuss the two cases at that particular ~c 
concerning the Erie Railroad Co., which company was a party 
defendant in his Commerce Court at tllat ·time?-A. I can not 
tell you why. 

Q. You can not tell us why?-A. I can not tell you why, sir; 
because those were the first cases I seen there on the paper. 
. Q. Le~ me ask you th.is question: How long after yon and the 
Judge discussed these lighterage cases was it before the judge 
went to New York to see Brownell ?-A. Oh, well, I could not 
tell you that. 

Q. Was it three days or a week ?-A. How could I tell yon 
that? I do not keep those things stamped on my mind, you 
know. I could not tell you whether it was a week or whether 
it was a month. I do not know. 

Q. You know it was not a month, do you not?-A. What? 
Q. You know it was not .a month ?-A. I could not tell you. 
Q. Anyway, I understood you to say that the judge told yon 

that he had gone to New York and had seen Brownell, and also 
that he had seen Mr. l\Iay on the street the day before and 
that l\Ir. May said "tell l\Ir. Williams to come up and 11~ can 
get that."-A. That is right, sir. _ 

Q. Listen, l\Ir. Williams: "Mr. 1\Iay likes you T"ery much and 
you can get that and anything else you want."-A. Oh, well, 
that is right. 

Q. How much of ti.mt did he tell you ?-A. That is all ri<Yht 
How is that? 

0 

• 

Q. How much of that did he tell yon? Diel he tell you thn.t 
May had told him to tell you to come up and get the option?-· 
A. I went np right straight, sir, and got it. 

Q. Who told you to go and get it ?-A. Judge Archbald told · 
me to go and get it; that he had seen 1\fay, happened to meet 
him on the street, and that he told him to tell me to come up 
and see him. I went up and I got it. · 

Q . And at that time he had already seen Brownell? Is tbat 
rigbt?-A. Yes, sir. 

Q. That be had been to New York and had seen Brownell?-
A. That is all right. · · 

Q. I want to ask you if you talked--
Mr. POl\IERE"NE. Mr. President, I should like to have tlrn 

question submitted to tJrn witne s which I send to the de k and 
also, following that que:;tion, one other. ' 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question desired to be 
propounded to the witness by the Senator from Ohio will be 
i·ead. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
Q. Did you or Judge Archbald first speak about these cases being on 

the trial llst 1 

The WITNESS. No, sir. 
.Mr. POMERE.rTE. I suggest that the question be repeated to 

the witness. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will again 

read the question to the witness. 
The Secretary again read the question. 
The WITNESS. No, sir. I looked at the cases myself. Judge 

Archbald did not tell me. 
.Mr. POMERE:i\TE. I do not believe the witness understands 

the question. 
The PRESIDE~"T pro tempore. The witness has substan

tially answered the question, the Chair thinks. 
Mr. POl\lERENE. Which one first mentioned the fact of 

tllese cases being on the docket? 
The WITNESS. Me, sir. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next question desired 

to be propounded by the Senator from Ohio will be read : 
The Secretary read as follows : 
Q. Did you and the judge ever before speak of other cases on the 

docket? 

The WITNESS. No, sir; never before. 
Q. (By l\lr. Manager WEBB.) Mr. Williams, then you say 

that that is the only time you and the judge ever discussed 
cases on his docket?-A. What? 

Q. I understand you to say that that is the only time you 
and the judge e>er discussed cases on his docket?-A. Only as 
I asked him the question of what lighterage meant. That was 
the only question, sir. 

Q. But the question was, did you and the judge ever discuss 
any other cases on his docket?-A. No, sir. 

Q. That is the only case, then, that you ever discussed with 
him ?-A. The only case, sir. 

Mr. :Manager WEBB. Mr, President, I should like to intro
duce the following letter--

~Ir. WORTHINGTON (after examining the letter). That is 
agreed to. 

llr. Manager WEBB. I desire that the letter shall be read. 
Now, Mr. Williams, I wish you would please listen to this letter. 

The PilESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read, as 
requested. 

The Secretary read the following letter, which was marked 
" Exhibit No. 10 " : 

[U. S. S. Exhibit 10.] 

(R. W. Archbald, Judge United Stutes Commerce Court, Washington.) 
ScnANTOY, PA., Septeniber 20, 1!Jn. 

MY DEAR MR. Co~rn : This will introduce Mr. Edward Williams, who is 
interested with me in the culm dump about which I spoke to you the 
other day. We have options on it both from the Hillside Coal Co. 
and from Mr. Robertson, representing Robertson & Law, these options 
covering the whole interest in the dump. This dump was produced 
in the operation of the Katydid colliery by Robertson & Law, and ex
tends to the whole of the dump so produced. I have not seen it myself, 
but, as I understand it, this du.::np consists of two dumps a little 
separate from each other, but all making up one general culm or refuse 
pile made at that . colliery. Mr. Williams will explain further with 
regard to it, if there is anything whi~h you want to know. 

Yours, very truly, 
R. W. ARCHBALD. 

Q. (By Mr. Manager WEBB.) Mr. Williams, did you carry 
that letter by your hand to Mr. Conn?-A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You did ?-A. Yes, sir. 
Q . I believe you stated yesterday that you proposed to sell . 

to Mr. Conn for $20,000?-A. What? 
Q. I believe that you stated that you proposed to sell to Mr. 

Conn for $20,000?-A. No, sir; I did not. 
Q. No; it was 2H cents a ton that you agreed to sell to him 

for.-A. Yes, sir; that is right now ; but the $20,000 was not 
in it at all. 1 

Q. Anyway that deal was not consummated, not closed; Conn 
did not buy it?-A. They did not think that the title was good 
enoucrh. 

Q. I understand. He did not buy it?-A. No, sir. 
Q. Then later you negotiated with Jones--Thomas Howell 

Jones-for it, and he did not buy it?-A. No ; but it was not 
on account of the title that Thomas Jones did not take it. 

Q. I understand that. Then you negotiated the sale of it 
with Bradley last .April. Is that right?-A. I told you yester
day that thl thing was sold for $20,000, sir. 

Q. To Bradley?-A. To Bradley; yes, sir. 
Q. And did this in>estigation which was going on in Scranton 

and in Washiugton break up that sale?-.A. If this investiga-

tion had not come for two days I would have sold it nnd got 
the money, sir. 

Q. Did Judge Archbald write you and give you the letter to 
take to Conn ?-A. Judge .Archbald did, and I wrote the last 
letter; me and Boland-BID Boland-had that letter to Conn 
dictated, and I took it over myself to him. 

Q. I understand; but as to the letter you have just heard rend 
from the Secretary's desk, did the judge give yon that letter to 
take to Conn ?-A. The judge? 

Q. Yes; the letter which was just read from the desk there a 
moment ago introdncinO' you to .Mr. Conn.-A. I think that was 
my own letter, was it not? 

Q. What was your answer to that?-A. Was not that my own 
letter? . 

Q. I suspect you have the letters confused. The letter I refer 
to is the one dated Scranton, September 20, 1911 : 

MY DEAR MR. CONN: This will introduce Mr. Edward Williams, who 
is interested with me in the culm dump--

The WITNESS. .An right. Yes ; that is right. 
Q. (By Mr. ~fanager WEBB.) Who gave you this letter to 

take to Conn?-A. The judge. 
Q. Who wrote it?-.A. I guess the judge. 
Q. Judge Archbald, do you mean? 
.Mr. WORTHINGTON. That is admitted. There is no ques

tion about it. 
Mr. 1\fanager WEBB. Very well. 
Q. (By Mr. l\lanager WEBB.) After the deal with Bradley 

for the dump failed, did you talk to Judge Archbald about this 
matter ?-.A. No, sir; I did not tell J udge Archbald when I was 
selling it to Bradley. I made that from my own mind. I did 
not tell Judge .Archbald that I was going to sell it. He did not 
know that I was selling it. 

Q . I ask you this question : If, after May recalled that tenta
tive deed to Bradley and the contract was withdrawn and Brad
ley was unable to buy it on account of May's refusing to make 
the deed-I ask you if you talked to Judge Archbald about the 
failure to make the trade with Bradley?-A. I did not; no, sir. 
I did not tell Judge Archbald about the sale of it at all. I 
went on and done it myself. 

Q. You mean that you would make an important deal of that 
kind without your partner or friend being consulted ?-A. Oh, 
yes; I was going to sell it, anyhow. I meant to giye him half, 
all right. I did not mean to cheat him out of it at all; no, sir. 
I am not that kind of a man, sir. 

Q. I ask you this question: If you did not swear before the 
J udiciary Committee with reference to the question as to 
whether or not you had talked with Judge Archbald after 
Bradley had failed to get the deed, as follows : 

The CHAIRMAN--

Mr. WORTHINGTON. I ask from what page the manager is 
reading? 

:Mr. Manager WEBB. Pages 524 and 525. 
The CHAIR.MA~. After the deal failed of consummation, did you talk 

with him? 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes. 
The CHAIRMAN. What was that conversation? 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Well, he did not want to sell it. 
The CHAIRMAN. Why i 
Mr. WILLIAMS. He wanted to let it stand there. 
The CHAIRMAN. Then he changed front entirely on the matter of 

selling it and dividing the profit, he taking a third ; he had changed his 
mind entirely about it, had hei 

Mr. WILLIAMS. He thought it would be worth more some other time. 
The CHAIR!llAN. Then you and he agreed that all your efforts to sell 

to Conn were not in earnest, and you did not want to sell to Conn 1 
l\Ir. WILLIAMS. Yes, sir. 
The CHAIRl\UN. You agreed to do that. Why did you agree that you 

did not want to sell it, and when did you reach the conclusion that 
you did not want to sell it i 

Mr. WILLIAMS. About three or four weeks ago. 
I ask you if you swore that before the Judiciary Com

mittee?-A. What is your question? Ask me tl;le question 
square, and then I will answer it. 

Q. The question, then, boiled down, is, after the Bradley1 
deal failed the chairman asked you if you talked to the judge, 
and you said yes. Is that right?-A. Yes. . 

Q. And that you and the judge then agreed that you did 
not want to sell this dump; that the judge thought it would 
bring more at some later time?-A. The judge did not want to 
sell it. 

Q . At that time?-A. No, sir. 
Q. Then, I suppose you did swear this before the Judiciary, 

Committee?- A. The judge did not want to sell it at the time, 
but I did; I wanted to sell it. 

Q. And that was in April, was it not, that he did not want 
to sell ?-A. I could not tell you the time. I can not tell you 
exactly the time or the date. 

Q . You swore before the committee that it was "three or 
four weeks ago," when you were examined here about the 0th 
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or 10th of l\Iay, so that would have made it some time in April. 
Is that right?-A. Oh, yes. · 

Q. I ask you now if at that time it was not rumor~ around 
in Scranton that this investigation was being held into Judge 
Archbald's conduct, and I ask you if that is the reason that 
the judge stopped you from making any other sale of this culm 
dump?-A. Yes. 

Q. That is true, is it?-A. Yes. 
Q. l\Ir. Williams, after you had presented this $500 note to 

one of the Bolands, or both of them, for discount, and they de
clined to discount, I ask you if, subsequent to that time, several 
months, you did not tell one of the Bolands, or both of them, 
that they made a great mistake in not discounting that note-

1\Ir. WORTHINGTON. I object to that question. 
l\fr. Manager WEBB. Let me finish it-if they did not make 

a great mistake in failing to discount that note; that if they 
had discounted it they would not have lost their suit? 

The WITNESS. I ne.ver said such a thing, sir. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Wait a moment. The Chair 

understands counsel to object. 
l\fr. WORTHINGTON. What is the use of objecting, Mr. 

President, since the witness has stated sufficient of his answer 
to show what it will be? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has cautioned him 
repeatedly not to do so. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. The Chair has done his duty, surely. 
1\lr. Manager WEBB. That is all the questions we ha-re to 

ask the witness at present. 
Mr. THORNTON. 1\lr. President, I desire that the witness 

answer the question I send to the desk before he is released by 
the managers. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Louisiana 
requests that a que tion be propounded to the witness by the 
Secretary. The Secretary will read the question. 

The Secretary read as follows : 
Q. Have you read your testimony before the committee since it was 

given, or has it or any part of it been read to you since? 

The WITNESS. No, sir. 
Mr. Manager WEBB. 1\Ir. President, in view of the last 

question asked by the Senator from Louisiana, I want to ask 
the witness one more question. 

Q. ( J\Ir. Manager WEBB.) · Since you were here and testified 
before the Judiciary Committee last May have you talked with 
Judge Archbald in his home at Scranton ?-A. In his home? 

Q. In his home, in his office, or anywhere.-A. Yes. 
Q , You have ?-A. Oh, I talked to him. 
Q. Have you talked to Judge Archbald since you testified 

before the Judiciary Committee ?-A. Not anything about the 
case, sir. 

Q. Have you talked with Judge .Archbald since you testified 
before the Judiciary Committee ?-A. Not anything about the 
case at aJl,. sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (to the witne s). .A.ns"·er the 
question. 

The WITNESS. Don't I answer the question? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No. 
The WITNESS. I have talked to him; but I never talked 

about the case. 
Q. (By Mr. l\Ianager WEBB.) Where did you talk to him?

A. I have talked to him on the street. 
Q. Where else?-A. Why, ham talked to him in the Federal 

building, but not in his office. 
Q. Where is the Federal building you speak of-in Scran

ton ?-A. Scranton; yes. 
Q. In the judge's room there ?-A. No. 
Q. Well, where were you in the Federal building when you 

and the judge talked ?-A. I was out in the corridor. 
Q. Anywhere else?-A. No. 
Q. Did you ever talk to him in his home about it?-A. No; I 

neyer was in his home to talk to him about it. 
Q. Did you ever talk to him anywhere else besides on the 

street and in the Federal building?-A. No, sir. 
Q. What did you talk about then ?-A. We talked about 

different things as he passed, but never talked about the case 
at all. 

Q. You never even mentioned this case?-A. No; never men
tioned the case; I never talked to him a word about the case, 
because he would not talk about the case. 

Q. Why? How do you know he would not?-A. Because he 
dill not want to. [Laughter in the galleries.] 

The PRESIDEl\'T pro tempore. Occupants of the galleries 
must refrain from any expression of approval or disapproval, 
meniment, or otherwise. 

Q. ·(By Ur. l\Ianager WEBB.) How do you know, Mr. Wil
liams, that he did not want to talk about the case?-A. Because 
he never talked about the case. 

Q. How do you know he did not want to talk about it? You 
said he would not. and did not want to.-A. He said he did not 
want to talk about the case. 

Q. Did you begin, then, to talk with him about it?-A. What? 
Q. Did you begin to talk with him about it ?-A. No. He 

said, "Now, Williams, you know very. well that we were told 
by the House not to talk anything about the case." I know 
that. 

Q. Why did the judge admonish you in that way?-A. What? 
Q. Why did the judge advise you in that style?-A. Well, he 

warned me not to talk about the case. 
Q. Why? Had you begun to talk to him about it?-A. Ko, 

sir. 
Q. Why should he volunteer that warning?-A. Because he 

did not want to talk about the case at all. 
Q. Have you talked with Judge Archbald's attorneys about 

the case since you were here last l\Iay?-A. Judge Archbald's 
attorneys? 

Q. Any of them; you know them.-A. Not that I know· of. 
Q. Well, now, think, please.-A. What? 
Q. Do you know whether you ha-re talked to any of Judge 

Archba.ld's attorneys about this case since last May?-.A.. Yes; 
I think I did. 

Q. Did you see l\lr. Price?-A. No; I seen l\Ir.. Worthington. 
Q. You saw :Mr. Worthington ?-A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Did you talk with him about this case ?-A. In Scranton ; 

yes, sir ; I did. 
Q. Where were you ?-A. I was in the Federal building, sir. 
Q. Where was the judge ?-.A.. The judge was there, but he 

never said a word. 
Q. Oh, the judge was present and heard you and l\fr. Worth

ington talk. about this case ?-A. Yes, sir. 
Q. How many times did you talk to l\Ir. Worthington about 

the case?-A. That is the only time. 
Q. How many times did :Mr. Worthington go to Scranton since 

last April ?-A. Only once I seen him; that is all. 
Q. I ask you if Judge Archbald's counsel, l\fr. Worthington, 

called your attention in the presence of the judge to any of 
your testimony?-A. What? 

Q. I ask you if Col. Worthington, when he was in the Federal 
building in the judge's office and in the judge's presence, sug
gested to you that you had made a mistake or ask.,ed you to 
change, if you had made a mistake, any testimony that you 
had given before the Judiciary Committee?-A. I did not make 
any mistake, sir. 

Q. You did not make any mistake?-A. Ko, sir. 
Q. So whatever is written in your testimony before the Ju

diciary Committee is correct ?-A. I guess so. 
Q. But answer my question: Were you asked in the presence 

of the judge about changing your testimony or as to whether 
your testimony before the Judiciary Committee was correct 
or not?-A. What was your question? Ask me that que Hon 
again, sir. 

Q. I ask you if any one of the judge·s lawyer in the Federal 
building in Scranton in the presence of tile judge asked you 
about the testimony you had gi-ren before the Judiciary Com
inittee and either suggested that you had made a mistake or 
that you should change some part of it because you had made a 
mistake ?-A. I do not know. 

Q. Was that question discussed by any of the judge·s counsel 
before the judge in the Federal building a.t Scranton ?-A. I 
do not know; I could not say that it was. 

Q . Well, tell us, then, what was discussed in the presence of 
the judge by his counsel with reference to your testimony?
A. I do not remember exactly what it was. 

Q. How long ago has it been?-A. Quite a while a"'O. 
Q. Two or three months?-A. Yes; more than that. 
Q. It has been since last May, you say?-A. Ye , sir. 
Q. And you can not remember what happened two or three 

months ago ?-A. I can not remember everything. 
Q. Did you not think that was an unusual meeting, and, there

fore, would you not charge your memory--A. I met Mr. 
Worthington on the street at the courthouse, when he was going 
over, and talked to him, but I do not remember of the trm~s
action, whether we talked over it, and I do not know that I ever 
changed anything in my evidence at all. 

Q. Th~n I ask you if C ·. Worthington had a copy of your 
testimony before him when he examined you in tlle presence of 
the judge in the Federal building in Scranton ?-A. Yes, sir. 

Q. He did have a copy of your testimouy ?-.-\. . I remember 
one thing. He asked me if I ever told the judge that I wa 
going to sell the thing. "Well," I says to the judge, '·Did I tell 
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you, judge? I do not know whether I told you or not." "Well," 
he .,aid, "don't ask the judge," he says, "but you say so." 

Q. Now, maybe you can remember something else that was 
said?-A. What is that? 

Q. Maybe you can remember som~thing else that was said. 
How long were you in the judge's presence with Mr. Worth
ington ?-A. I do not know. 

Q. Half an hour?-A. I could not tell you how long I was 
there. I might have been there an hour, and I might haTe been 
there bAlf an hour ; I do not remember how long. 

Mr. Manager WEBB. That is all, Mr. President. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The witness is with the 

counsel for the respondent. 
Cross-examination by Mr. WORTHINGTON: 

Q. Ur. Williams, that conversation with me which you have 
just mentioned occurred in the latter part of last August, did it 
not?-A. I do not remember when it was, Mr. Worthington; I 
could not say. 

Q. Do you remember that I talked to you on two different 
days-one day, and then the next day?-A. Yes, sir. 

Q . .And on the :first day I asked you to bring certain papers 
you had referred to which you did not have with you ?-A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. And you came the next day and brought them. Now, are 
you not mistaken in saying that Judge Archbald was present 
the :first day ?-A. I do not remember; but you remember very 
well when I asked the judge whether I told him or not about 
the sale of the property, you said to me "Don't ask the judge 
at all." You says, "You say so." 

Q. Was not that the second day when you came back with 
the papers?-A. I am not sure. 

Q. There were other people there, were there not, besides 
you and myself?-A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Who were they ?-A. Mr. Martin was there. 
Q. 1\Ir. Martin was there ?-A. Mr. Price was there. 
Q. And who else?-A. I can not say. The judge was there. 
Q. Was not Mr. Robert W . .Archbald, the judge's son there?-

A. Yes. I gues he was. 
Q. Was there not a stenographer there?-A. Yes, sir; a 

. stenographer. 
Q. On both occasions?-A. Yes, sir. 
Q. l\Ir. Williams, have you had any business in the last 10 

years; any regular business, I mean ?-A. Have I had any 
business? 

Q . .Any ·regular business, I mean; any regular Tocation ?-A. 
Yes, sir. 

Q. What is it ?-A. Coal. 
Q. Coal generally and not _speei:fically?-.A. Nothing else. 
Q. Have you been known as Option Williams on account of 

your custom of dealing in options?-A. Boland is the author 
of that, you know. 

Q. Ile gave you that title, did he?-.A. Oh, yes. 
Q. You have never repudiated it, have you ?-.A. No. I could 

get options when they could not touch them, sir. 
Q . .As to your relations with Judge Archbald prior to the 

time that you took to Capt. May this letter from Judge Arch
bald, did you ever :Q.ave any business transactions of any kind 
with Judge Archbald ?-.A. No; I did not. · 

Q. That was the first business relation ?-.A. The first busi
ne s; yes, sir. 

Q . .As to your other relations, had you up to that time ever 
been in his house ?-A. No, sir. 

Q. Have you ever been to his house since that time?-A. 
No, sir. 

Q. Has he ever been in your house?-A. No, sir. 
Q. Have you during the last few years had any office any

where?--.\. Not an office. 
Q. You live, I believe, about 6 miles from Scranton ?-.A. I 

used to, but I live at Dunmore now. 
Q. How far is that from Scranton ?-A. That is about 2 

miles away from the city. 
Q. How long have you lived there?-A. I have been there 

now about three years; since my wife died. 
Q. And before that, how many miles from Scranton did you 

live ?-A. Six miles. 
.Q. You were in Scranton nearly every day, except--A. (In

terrupting.) I lived there 42 years. 
Q. While you lived in these. places you were in Scranton 

n early every day, were you not?-A. Every day. 
Q. Every day, except Sundays ?-A. Every day, except Sun

days ; yes, sir. 
Q. Where djd you stay; where were your headquarters, if 

;you had no office ?-A. Any office where I had any business, sir. 

Q. Did you have no particular place where you went regu
larly when you had no special object in view ?-.A. I was <leal
ing with the Bolands, and they owe me money to-clay, and I 
always went there to try to get some of that money, sir. 
[Laughter in the gallerie .] 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Counsel will su pend. The 
Chair desires to say to the occupants of the galleries that abso
lute silence must be pre erved, and if necessary measure will 
be taken to accomplish that end. Occupants of the galleries 
must not audibly interrupt the proceedings in this Chamber. 

Q. (By Mr. WORTHINGTON.) Is it not a fact that you 
spent your time, when you were not doing business anywhere 
else, in the office of W. P. Bolancl ?-A. I spent a good deal of 
my time there. 

Q. You spent more time at the office of W. P. Boland during 
the last few years than you did anywhere else, by a great deal, 
did you not?-A. Yes; I did. 

Q. What office is that? Is it the office of Willirun P. Boland 
or the office of the Marian Coal Co., or what ?-A. Office of the 
Marian Coal Co. ; yes. 

Q. Did Mr. Christopher G. Boland, a brother of Mr. W. P. 
Boland, have an office there, too ?-.A. Right next to it. 

Q. So you have been in the habit of seeing both of them prac
tically every day for years, except Sdnday?-A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You first gave testimony in this matter, I think, Mr. Wil
liams, before Mr. Wrisl~y Brown, in Scranton, in l\farch last ?-A. 
I did, on a Sunday morning, sir-what I would ne\er do again 
on Stmday. 

Q. I am glad to know you have reformed. Who was present 
when Mr. Brown took your testimony?-.A. William P. Boland 
and Wrisley Brown. 

Q. William P. Boland was there all the time, was he not ?-A. 
William P. Boland was the man who asked all the questions. 

Q. I was going to ask you whether he did not conduct the 
examination largely?-A. Yes; he conducted the inquiry. 

Q. And the next time you testified about this mutter was in 
the office of the Attorney General, was it not ?-A. Yes-no-

Q. On the 12tb, of February last?-.A. Yes. Oh, no ; that \vas 
before. . 

Q. The :first time was in the Attorney General's office.-A . 
Yes, sir. 

Q. Who was present when you were examined there?-A. 
There was nobody there but a stenographer and Wrisley Brown 
and William P. Boland. 

Q. Are you not mistaken in saying that Wrisley Brown was 
in the Attorney General's office when you were examined? He 
was not there when you were examined ?-A. No, sir; he was 
not there. 

Q. Mr. William P. Boland was there.-.A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Was not Mr. Christopher G. Boland there?-.A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And Mr. Cochran, of the Interstate Commer<:e Commis-

sion ?-A. Yes, sir. 
Q . .And William P. Boland there suggested quesfu:>ns to you, 

did he not ?-.A. He did. 
Q. And the next time you were examined was before the 

Judiciary Committee, several months ago, I beliern?-A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. Do you remember that when your examination took r>lace 
there Mr. William P . Boland came and took his eat at the 
witness table right at your side and stayed there some time, 
until a member of the committee suggested that was the witness 
table and then he went back?-A. Ye , sir. 

Q. I understand you to say, Mr. Williams, when this letter 
of l\Iarch 31 from Judge .Archbald to Capt. May was shown to 
you, that that was not the letter you took to Capt. l\Iay. Where 
were you when Judge Archbald ga\e you the letter to Capt. 
May?-A. In his office in the Federal building. 

Q. Did he dictate it to a stenogmpher ?-A. I do not know. 
Q. Did he not go out and have the letter prepared?-A. Yes, 

sir; I never saw the letter, because I never opened the letter. 
Q. Exactly--A. I could not swear to the letter to-dny, be-

cause I took it as it was. · 
Q. Did Capt. May show you the letter?-.A. No, sir. 
Q. You never saw it?-A. No, sir. 
Q. Then. how do you know what wus in it?-A. I did 'not 

know. 
Q. You said yesterday that it simply recom~encled you as a 

person--A. That is all I expected it to do. 
Q. Then, how do you know that this is not the letter?-A. 

Well I do not know whether it is the letter. I could not swear 
to that letter. 

Q. Did you take a letter about the Katyclld dump from Judge 
Archbald to Capt. l\fay more than once ?-A. Only once. 

Q. You took only one letter7-A. Only one letter. 
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Q. Then, if you took this letter of March 81 this must be it ....... 

A. Well, I do not know; I guess so. 
Q. How did you happen to ask Judge Archbald to give you a 

letter to Capt. M~y?-A. If I can remember aright, it was William 
P. Boland that told me to ask Judge Archbald for a letter. 

Q. Well, is not tha.t the truth ?-A. What? 
Q. Is that not the truth about it?-A. That is the truth 

about it. 
Q. Before that had you not had some negotiations witll 

William P. Boland about this Katydid dnmp?-A. I did. He 
had told me about it before that; but he could not touch it with 
a 10-foot pole. 

Q. Did you not sign a writing giving him an interest in it?
'A. I did, but when I went there to Mr. Robettson, he told me: 
"If you ha\e anything to do with William P. Boland, you can 
not get it." 

Q. I am coming to that--A. (Interrupting.) I had to deny 
him any interest at all. 

Q. Did you not sign a paper git'ing--A. (Interrupting.) I 
did sign a paper. 

Q. Let me :ftni h my question--A. And then I cut him out. 
Q. If you will let me finish my question, Ur. Williams, we 

will get along a little faster.-A. All right. 
Q. Did you not sign a paper giving William P. Boland an 

interest in this ptojected Katydid dump transaction ?-A. I did. 
Q. One moment. [Continuing.] Before you went to Judge 

'.Archbald about the matter at all ?-A. He would not tell me 
what dump it was until I would sign it, and when I signed it I 
went over to llobertson, nnd Robertson told me, "If yon have 
anything to do with William P. Boland, I will not ha-re any
thing to do with you at all:" 

Q. I want to talk about what happened before you went to 
Capt. l\lay with this letter ?-A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Had you not signed an agreement giving William P. Boland 
an interest in the proposed venture before you saw Judge 
Archbald and got the letter to Capt. May?-A. Yes, sir; but 
I cut him out. 

Q. One moment. And after you had signed that paper, then 
he suggested that you go to Judge Archbald and get a letter to 
Capt. May, did he not ?-A. What is that? 

Q. After you had signed this paper giving Mr. William P. 
Boland an interest in the t1'ansaction, at William P. Boland's 
suggestion you went to Judge Archbald and got the letter to 
On.pt. :May?-A. That is right; yes. 

Q. That is right, is it not?-A. Yes, sir. 
Q. After you had failed to get the option agreement from 

·capt. May did not William P. Boland suggest to you to go to 
Judge Archbald and get him to go to the Erie officials over 
Capt. May's head ?-A. No; he recommended me, or he tried 
to induce me, to go to Judge .Archbald and get a letter from him. 

Q. To whom ?-A. To the Erie. 
Q. To the Elie officials?-A. To Capt. May. 
Q. I understand that, but after yon had been to Capt. May 

and had not got the option, did not William P. Boland, when 
you reported that fact to him, ask yott to go to the judge again 
and ask him to go see the Erie officials over Capt. May's head?
'A. No. 

Q. You say that did not happen ?-A. No; he did not S'ay that. 
Q. You are quite clear he did not say that in William P. 

Boland's office ?-A. No; he dld not. I do not want to blame 
any man for what is not right. He did not tell me that. 

Q. We have here the Robertson option, so-called, which has 
been put in evidence and pro-red that it is in the handwriting 
of Judge Archbald, and the signature admitted to be tha.t of 
Robertson.-A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And your signa.ture at the foot of it?-A. I guess it is. 
Q. You will see that has an acknowledgment to it [e-xhibit

ing paper to witness). The paper itself is dated September 4, 
1911, and the acknowledgment is dated September 12, 1911. 
It is .recorded in the proper land office up there on the 13th 
of September, 1911. Do you know how that bapJ)ened to lTe 
acknowledged and recorded?-A. Yes; I remember about It. 

Q. You remember about that. Well, tell the Senate about it, 
pleairn. Just tell us about it-how it came to be recorded.-A. 
It wns William P. Boland who went and took it and put it on 
record. 

Q, Did Judge Archbald or Mr. Rob-crtsoll state anything about 
having it recorded ?-A. No. 

Q. Had you ?-.A. It was him that took it. 
Q. William P. Boland?-A. William P. Boland. 
Q. Had you S:l.id anything about having it recorded before 

that?-A. I hall not. 
Q. Now, about the dealings with Mr. Conn. Do- you know how 

it lrnppened that Juoge .Archbald got into communication with 

Mr. Conn as a purchaser for his little railroad up there for this 
coal dump? 

The WITNESS. How he got into communication? 
Mr. WORTHINGTON. Yes; who suggested it to him& 
A. I did not suggest it to him. 
Q. Did not William P. Boland tell you that Conn wa.s a prob

able purchaser, and to go and see Judge Archbald and to get 
a letter to Conn ?-A. Yes, sir; he did. 

Q. Then you got this letter on the 30th of September, which 
is in evidence here, and took it to Conn ?-A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you not first go to Boland's office with it? 
The WITNESS. With what? 
Mr. WORTHINGTON. That letter to Corm. Did you not re

ceive that letter from Judge Archbald to take it to Conn, and 
instead of taking it to Conn did you not take it to the office of 
William P. Boland and show it to him ?-A. I do not think I 
ever took fue letter from Judge Archbald to Conn. I think it 
was sent some other way; not by me. 

Q. I will ask whether before the Judiciary Committee, refer
ring to page 507 of the testimony before that committee-A. 
I do not remember that I took it there. 

Q. Referring to the top of page 507, I will ask you whether 
this happened with respect to this Yery letter: 

Ur. CARLIN-
A member of the Judiciary Committe&-
1Ve have a photographed letter here that has just been shown you--

a letter of introduction to Mr. Conn. 
Mr. WILLIA:llS. Yes, sir. 
Mr. CA.ItLIN. Did yon show that letter to anybody? 
l\lr. WILLIAMS. The contract with Conn, yon mean? 
Mr. CARLIN. I mean the letter inb·oducing you to Mr. Conn, recom-

mending yon to Mr. Conn. 
Mr'. WlLLIAMs. Did I show it? 
Mr. CARLI1 . Yes. . 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I do not remember whether I did or not. 
Mr. Williams, if there was a photogrnphic copy of that letter 

to .Mr. Conn made, can you explain how it was made? Did you 
make it? 

A. No, sir; I could not explain. 
Q. You thought the title to this dump was !lll right, you saic1? 
The WITNESS. What is that? 
Q. Yon said you thon"'ht the title to the dump was all 

right?-A. It is all right to-day. It is just as much all right 
to-day a.s it ever will be. 

Q. Mr. Conn's lawyers did not agree with you ?-A. No, sir. 
Q. They are Messrs. Wells & Torrey, an eminent law firm 

in Scranton, is it not?-A. Yes. It is not Torrey, but it is 
Wells. 

Q. Wells, the senior member of the firm. After you came 
down here and appeared before the Attorney General in Feb
rmry last, the-re was another effort made to get Conn to take 
the property~the dump ?-A. Thn.t was by myself. That was 
the last. 

Q. That is the letter of March 13, Exhibit 4 in this case?
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. '.rhat [exhibiting] is the letter yon refer to, is it not?~.A~ 
I do not know. 

Q. Look at it, please. I should like you to be sure.-~ 
(Examining paper.) Yes. 

Q. That is right? That letter was prepared in the office of 
Mr. Boland 7-A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And Mr. Boland helped to put the words in it-dictated 
them ?-A.. Yes, sir; he did. 

Q. He dictated it to the stenographer, his niece, Miss Ber 
land?-A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Then you signed it ?-A. I took it-over myself. 
Q. Mr. Boland told you to hurry?-.A.. Yes, sir. 
Q. Did he tell you why he wanted to have you hurry?-A. 

Because this suit was coming on-
Q. And he wanted to get the sale through before the storm 

came. He used that language or that in substance ?-A. He . 
did. 

Q. Yon helped him to do that without telling Judge Archbald 
what was going on ?-A. No, sir; I did not tell Judge Archbald. 

Q. By the way, this letter of l\Iarch 13 seems to have had a 
part of it cut off. Can you tell me whether you saw that 
done?-A. Oh, they always did that. 

Q. WhO always does it?~.A. Mary, the stenograpbe1•. 
Q. Did yon see her cut the tap off of this ?-A. I did not 

notice it; no, sir. 
Q. bid you not say befo1·e the Judiciary Committee that you 

did see her cnt it o:ff?-A. I have seen her cut it off at dilferent 
times. 

Q. You took that letter to Mr. Conn, and Mr. Conn still 
refused to buy becaus-e he did not think, or because his lawyer 
did not think, the title was good ?-A. He could not recommend 
it because the lfn\Jel' would not recommend it. . - --- - - -- -- - -

... 
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Q. Exactly. Then right away .Mr. Boland helped you get up 

tlJ.e ale to Mr. Bradley for $20,000 ?-A. I had -done that myself 
before l\Ir. Boland ever--

Q. You say it was done before Mr. Conn refused to take it 
tlie last time?-A. Yes, sir. I could have sold, but I would 
rather sell it to l\Ir. Conn, because there was more money in it, 
than to sell it to Bra<lley. 

Q. Was not the arrangement to sell to Bradley made in Wil
liam P. Boland's office?-A. No, sir. 

Q. You say it was not?-A. No, no. I bad agreed witll Mr. 
Bradley myself, outside of anybody else in the world, to sell it 
to him for $20,000. 

Q. Did not Mr. Boland urge you to hurry up this Bradley 
sale?-A. Yes; he did. That is true enough. 

Q. And so you went on hurrying up a sale-that is, trying 
to get Conn to buy-and when he would not, to get Bradley to 
buy it, and arranging a sale to Bradley without saying a word 
to Judge Archbald ?-A. Yes, sir; but I did not mean to cheat 
Judge Archbald. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. I do not mean to intimate that. 
:.<\.. Ko, sir. I am not doing that kind of work. · 
Q. Another thing, to make certain of this March 31 letter. 

The first time you saw Capt. May about this Katydid dump 
business was when you took that letter from Judge Archbald. 
You had not had ·any talk with Capt. 1\Iay about the Katydid 
,lump until you went to him with that letter from Judge Arch
bald ?-A. I do not think I had any talk with him at all. 

Q. What arrangement did you haye with Judge Archbald 
about what bis interest in this dump should be and what your 
interest should be when you went to Capt. :May with that letter 
on the 31st of l\farch ?-A. I never had any particular arrange
ment with Judge Archbald. 

Q. You went and asked him for this letter .and got it?
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And ·after the letter you entered into the negotiations 
without saying a word to Judge Archbald as to whether he was 
to haye an interest or not?-A. I said he was to have an in
terest. I did not say how much or what he was to get. 

Q. ~ou neyer had any writing with him on the subject?
A. No, sir ; onJy my word of mouth. 'l;'hat is all he had. 

Q. Very well. Did Judge Archbald ever at any time tell you 
that his name was to be concealed or kept out of the Katydid 
transaction ?-A. He never told me. 

Q. Did he e-rer intimate or suggest such a thing to you?
A. No, sir. 

Q. Did you eYer tell him that it was contemplated to keep 
his name out?-A. No, sir. 

Q. Or to execute any paper and refer to him ns a si1ent 
11arty?-A. No, sir. I considered that he knew more about that 
than I did, and for that reason I would leave that to him. 

Q. I want to come down to what you were saying a few mo
ments ago. You ay when you went to Robertson he told you 
that William P. Boland must not have anything to do with 
it?-A. Nothing to do with it at all. 

Q. Or the sale would not go through ?-A.. Yes, sir. 
Q. Or he would not sell his interest?-A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Did he tell you why ?-A. No, sir. 
Q. He gave no reason ?-A. He gave no reason ; no, sir. 
Q. Did he tell you that before he would sign the agreement 

with Judge Archbald agreeing to sell his interest for $3,500-
the paper which I haye just shown you, which Boland had re
corcled--A. I do not understand your question. 

Q. No doubt it is my fault. I refer to this paper [exhibiting], 
Exllibit No. 2 in this case-the Robertson agreement-which is 
in Judge Archbald's handwriting. You say that you and Rob
ertson signed it, and then you say it was recorded a few days 
afterward by Boland ?-A. Yes, sir. 

Q. I want to know whether Robertson told you, before that 
paper was signed, that William P. Boland must haye no interest 
in the property?-A. Yes, sir; particularly. 

Q. That is dated the 4th of September. I want to ask you if 
that is so, why it was that on the next day, the 5th of Septem
ber, you signed a paper assigning two-thirds interest in this 
transaction to William P. Boland ?-A. I never did. 

Q. You never did?-A. No, sir. 
Q. This paper which we have referred to in these proceed

ings as the " silent-party " paper was dated the 5th of Septem-
ber, and says: • 

For services rendered or to be rendered in the future by William r. 
Boland and silent party, whose name for the present ls only known to 
Edward J. Williams, W. P. Boland, John M. Robertson,. and Capt. 
w. A. May, superintendent of the Hillside Coal & Iron Co.1 it is agr~ed 
by said Edward J. Williams, who is the owner of two options covermg 
a culm bank known as tbe Katydid, situate in the vicinity of Moosic, 
l'a., that he hereby assigns two-thirds of any profits arising from tbe 
sale of the abo1e-mentioned property over and above the amounts to be 

paid John l!. Robertson and the llillslde Coal & It·on Co., $a GOO and 
:i;4,500, respectively, to be divided equally between William r. Boland 
and silent party mentioned above. · 

A. I never did, sir. 
Q. After Robertson had told you that William P. Boland must 

not have anything to do with the matter, did rou tell him ?-A. 
I told him, and he says to me, "Well, I quit; I am out." 

Q. Was that . before or after the Robertson pa11cr mis 
signed ?-A. It was right after Robertson told me. 

Q. Right afterwards ?-A. Right after Robertson said it. Ile 
says, "-A.II right, I am out; I quit." Why should I sign any
thing to him ? I ne1er signed it. 

Q. About this " silent-party " paper; did you rccch·c any 
copy of it?-A. No, sir. 

Q. This appears to have come from the posses ion of the 
managers.-A. I got two copies here, but they were ne\.·er signed. 

Q. Did you not swear before the Judiciary Committee that 
you never recei\"'ed any copy of the paper ?-A. There a re two 
copies. There is another one here, but I ne1er signed auy of 
them. 

Q. Did you not swear before the Judiciary Committee--A. 
Did he not swear that there were three copies? Is it not in tile 
book there that three copies were signed? 

Q. We will find that in a moment. When you were testifying 
before the Judiciary Committee where were these copie. ?- A. 
They were in 11,lY pocket then, and · I did not 1.."TIOW they '"ere 
in my pocket when I was here before. 

Q. You did not know how they got there?-A. When I went 
to look at my pocket when I got home I found those copies. 

Q. fo yom· pocket?-A. Yes, sir. 
Q. When I talked with you the first day, last August--A. 

I showed you it, did not I? 
Q. You said you had such papers, but they were at your 

home; did you not?-A. No; they were right in this pocket 
lli~ . 

Q. Did you not tell me that they were at your house; and 
did I not ask you to bring them down the next day ?-A. No; 
they yrere in the same pocket. It may not be the same coat, all 
right. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. 1\Ir. 1\Ianagers, I propose to add these 
exhibits to the contribution which you have made. [After a 
pause.] The managers have no objection to these papers going 
into the evidence. I will not undertake to read them, beca u e 
the wording is the same as in the original paper itseJf. They 
hay~ a line for the signature and the word" seal" in typewriting 
after that line. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the counsel propo e 
to introduce them now or prove them? 

l\Ir. WORTHINGTON. I would like to introduce them now. 
I know sometimes it is said that exhibits for the defen e or 
the respondent should be put in when the time comes to put in 
evidence. I find always that it is very much more convenient 
for the court and everybody else to put them in as we go along. 
· 1\Ir. Manager CLAYTON. I hope they will be printed in the 
RECORD right at this point. 

The PRESID:FINT pro temporc. There is no objection, the 
Ohair understands. 

l\Ir. WORTHINGTON. All right. Then I offer them, and 
they are in evidence. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 
[U. S. S. Exhibit A.] 

Assi~. nment made this 5th day of September, A. D. 11)11, by Edwar<l 
J. Williams, of the borough or Dunmore, County of Lackawanna u.nd 
State of Pennsylvania, party of the first part, to William P. Boland and 
a sllent party, both of the city of Scranton, county and State al>ove 
mentioned, parties of the second part. For services rendered or to be 
rendered in the future by William P. Boland and silent J?U.rty, whose 
name for the present is only known to Edward J. Williams, W. P. 
Boland John M. Robertson, and Captain W. A. May, Sup't., of the Hill
side Coal & Iron Company, it is agreed by said Edward J. Willia.ms 
who is the owner of two o.[Ytlons covering a Culm Bank known as the 
" Katydid " situate i.n the vicinity of Moosic, Pa., that he hereby 
assigns t~o-thirds of any profits arising from the sale of the abovc
mentioncd property over and above the amounts to be paid .John M. 
Robertson and the Hillside Coal & Iron CO!Dl?any~ :ji3,500 ancl $4,500 
respecti1ely, to be divided e_quall_y between W1llrnm J.'. Boland :rnt;i ilent 
party mentioned above, theu· heH"s, successors or assigns, anu this shall 
be their voucher for same. ___ ---. ( ,'EAL. ] 

[U. S. S. Exhibit B.] 
Assignment made this 5th day of September, A. D. Hlll, by Edward 

J. Williams, of the borouah of Dunmore, County .of. Lackawanna and 
State of Pennsylvania, party of tbe first pm·t, to William P. Boland and 
a silent party both or the city of Scranton, county and State above 
mentioned, pa;ties of the second part. For services. rendered Ol' to be 
rendered in the future by William P. Bola;id and silent t;iarty, whose 
name for the present is only known to Edward J; 'Yllllams, W .. P. 
Boland, John U. Robert on, and Capt. W. A. ~ay!.-. up t., of th~ ~tll
side Coal & Iron Company, it is agreed by said .lJ.jdward J. W1lhams 
who ls the owner of two op·tions coverln"' a Culm Ilanlc known as the 
"Katydid" situate in the vicinity of ~Iooslc, ra., that 11e hereby 
assigns two-thirds of any profits arising from the sale of tbe above-
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mentioned property ove~ and above the nmounts to be pald John M'. 
Robertson and the Hillside Coal & n·on ComQany, $8,500 and $4,500 
respectively, to be divided equall between Wilham P. Boland and sllent 
party mentioned above, their heirs, successors or assigns, and· tb.is. shall 
be their voucher for same. · 

- - --· - . [SEAL.} 

·Q. (By Mr. WORTHL~GTON.) Did you ever get any au
thority from .Tudge Archbald to sell any part of his interest in 
the Katydid dnmp-any part of the contract-to anyone else?
'A. No, sh: .. 

Q. Did yon ever tell him that you had assigned an interest 
to William P: Boland?-A. No, sir. 

Q. I should like to know~ Mr. Williams, in your own way, 
whnt is the truth about whether you. did or did not say any
thing to Judge Archbald about this "silent-party" paper?
A. I do not know nothing about it. 

Q. Did you nof swear before the Judiciary Committee several 
times that you never executed that- paper and did not know 
anything about it?-A. I did not know ariything about it, and 
I do not know unything about it to-da:y, sir. 

Q. Did you not several times swear, as you have sworn here, 
that you put Judge Archbald in. that paper as a silent party-
because you did not think it was lawfui for him to be in the 
tran action ?-A. r did not. I always said' I did not know any
thing about that paper. The signature was wrote across the 
typewriting on the paper, and I never signed that. I never did 
sign it. 

Q. Do you say now that, as a matter of fact, you never told 
Jndge Archbald that you had referred to him as a silent party 
or never told him such :i thing was contemplated ?-A. No, sir. 

Q. Do you mean that you did not tell him any such thing?
A. You can ask him now, if you want to. 

Q. But for the pre ent I haYe to confine my questions to you, 
lli. Williams. Did you eyer tell him?-A. No, sir. 

Q. Ih what court was it?-A. I do not know. I could not 
say what court it was. 

Q-. You do not know whethe1~ it was a trial list of the Com
merce Court or Interstate Commerce Commission--A. I could 
not sa'y. I could not swear to that. 

Q. Or the district court of the United States for the middle 
district of Pennsylvania ?-A. I could not say. 

Q; You can not say?-A. No, sir. If r would swear I could 
not swear what court it was. 

Q. In order to be clear about this I will ask you whether, 
when you were gi"ring your deposition to 1\Ir. Wrisley Brown 
in Scranton, pag~ 228, you did not say that after delivering, 
that letter to Capt. l\lay you· " went to the judge right away "? 
"Yes; I went to the judge right away."-A. Well, that might 
be; I do not remember. 

Q. You do not remember whether you said that or not?-A. 
No; I do not remember. That is pretty near two years ago. 

Q. But you were testifying very shortly after the occurrence. 
It was only in April.-A. r do not remember. 

Q. It was the year afterwards. I do not want to misrepre
sent it.-A. You know this, Mr; Worthington, that when that 
testimony was taken it was in a hurry on a Sunday morning; 
and they would run over it in a hurry, there were so many ques
tions asked. I was there about four or five hours. 

Q. Then I will ask y.ou whether, when testifying before tllc 
.Judiciary Committee, page 511, you did not say this in refer
ence to that. When the question was asked you by Mr. STERLING 
of the committee, "Was it the next day after you had seen 
l\fay that you went back to the judge," your answer was, "Yes, 
sir"; do you remember that?-A. I do not. 

Q, Can you be clear about this matter~ at all, l\lr. Williams ? 
After you had taken this letter to him and he did not give 
you an agreement or agree to sell, did you go to sleep on it anu 
do nothing or were you active about it?-A. I went to see the Q. Or intimate to him·--A. No, sir; I did not. 

Q. That such a thing was done or contemplated ?-A. 
not. 

I did judge that day or the next day. 

Q. Or did he ever intimate or suggest to you that he desired 
his connection in that matter to be concealed from anybody?
A. No, · sir; he did not. 

Q. At one time I. belieye it was supposed that the contract 
with Conn was going to be executed, was it not.?-A. Yes; I 
thought it wn.s going through all right. 

Q. Did not Judge Archbald prepare a contract and submit it 
to l\lr. Conn ?-A. Yes, sir; he did. 

Q. Did you see tha.t contract?-A. Yes, sir; I did see it. 
Q. Did you read it ?-A. No; I did not read it. I seen it. 
Q. Did you look at it at all so as to see whether Ji.1dge Arch

bald' name was mentioned in it ?-A. Judge Archbald's name 

Q. Then you saw this trial list with the lighterage cnse on 
it?-A. Yes, sir; that is the time. . 

Q. Then you had the conversation with the judge which you 
have narrated as well as you remember about what that case 
was?-A. Yes, sir. 

Q. He explained to you the matter?-A. I did not know in the 
world what lighterage meant, and I asked him the question. 

Q. To make sure what the case was, tell us again what the 
judge said the lighterage business was.-A. He said it was 
those little tugboats that carried railroad cars across the riyer 
there. 

Q. To get some idea as to how correct you are about dates, 
I should like to ask you what is your recollection as to how long 
it was after you fil·st went to Capt. 1\Iay about this business was in it. 

Q. How do you know ?-A. He read it to me. 
Q. He read it to you ?-A. Yes, sir. 

• until he gaye you the option, as it is called here?-A. I coultl 
not say whether it was a week or a month. I could not say 
sir. I could not be sure. ' 

Q. You think it was somewhere in the neighborhood of a 
week or a month ?-A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You can not identify the paper, then ?-.A. No, sir. 
Q. Now, l\.Ir. Williams, about another matter. You took this 

letter from Judge Archbald to Capt. May and did not get any 
agreement from Capt. May about the option ?-A. No, sir. 

Q . How soon did you go back to Judge Archbald and repor.t 
that result?-A. I could not say. 

Q. Was it the same day?-A. Whether I went in two days or 
' the next day, or when, I do not remember. 

Q. Where was this letter delivered to you ?-A. It was two 
years ago. 

Q. This letter w[!.S giyen to you in the Federal building to 
be taken to Capt. May ?-A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Where was Capt. May when you delivered it to him?-A. 
In the office of the Erie Co. 

Q. How fur away was that from Judge Archbald's office in 
the Federal building?-A. About 2 miles away. 

Q. Had you not said several times that you right away went 
to Judge Archbald and told him about what Capt. l\fay had 
said ?-A. Now, I could not say. I guess I did go as soon as 
possible. 

Q. From a distance of 2 miles?-A. Yes, sir. 
Q. When you got back ·to Judge Archbald's office you saw on 

his desk this tri.al list, you say, on which was the word 
"lighterage." Is that right ?-A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And you picked up that paper and asked Judge Archo.ald 
what lighterage meunt?-A. Yes, sir; I did. 

Q . Was that the way that came about'!-A. That is a fact, sirL 
Q. Have you ever seen that paper since?-A. I never seen 

it since; no, sir. -
Q. Wa.s this trial list one on whi-ch there were a numbei: o.f 

cases ?-A. Oh, lots of cases. 
Q. The cases numbered ?-A. Oh, tllere was lots of cases. r 

looked through it, all oyer the list. 

Q. If, as a matter of fact, the first letter to Capt 1\Iay was 
March 31 and the option was August 30, how do you account 
for being so far out on your dates?-A. I could not remember 
how long it was. 

Q. I will ask you, :Ur. Williams, whether, as a matter of fact 
this talk with Judge Archbald about the lighterage case wa~ 
not long after he had been to see Mr. Brownell and after Capt. 
May had given the option ?-A. No; I think that was before 
he went to see Brownell, if I remember. 

Q. I will ask you whether or not on the 28th day of Sep: 
tember, 1911, in the o:ffi:ce of William P. Boland, you did not 
say, in substance, that you were "going to the judge's office to 
look at a brief which the judge was preparing for the Erie 
Railroad Co." ?-A. No, sir. 

Q. Nothing of that kind happened?-A. No, sir; I did not 
see about a brief. I do not know what a brief is. I do not 
know the difference between a brief and something else. 

Q. No such conversation occurred, then ?-A. No, sir. 
Q. I will ask you whether you did not call later in the day 

to see William P. Boland, and tell Miss Mary F. Boland, or some
body in her presence, that you had seen the brief "and it was 
about a case against the Erie Railroad Co. for a lighterage 
charge" ?~A. No, sir; I never told him. 

Q. Nothing of that kind happened?-A. No, sir. 
Q. Away down in September, after the option had been gfren 

by Ca"Qt. May?-A. No. sir; nothing ot the kind at all. 
, Mr. WORTHINGTON. Mr. President, we would' be yery 
glad if the Senate would1 take a recess for about 10 minutes 
in ol'der that r may confer with my associates about some other 
mutters. I think we will sa.Te time b;y i~. 
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. The PRESID~NT pro . tempore. If the~e be no obj~ction, it 
will be so ordered. The court will stand in recess for 10 
minutes, unti:l 5 minutes before 4 o'clock, it° being now 15 minutes 
l..>efore 4. 

The S~nate sitting as a Court of Impeachment thereup~n took 
n rec.ess for 10 minutes and reassembled at 3 o'clock and 55 
minutes p. m. . . 

Mr. G~<\LLIKGER. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 
, quorum. 

The PRESIDE~"'T pro tem'pore. The Senator from New 
Ilarnpshire suggests the absence of a quorum. The Secretary 
will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the follo,Ying Senators 
an s\vered to their names: 
Ashlll'st Cullom Martin, Va. 
Hacon Curtis Martine, N. J. 
Bailey li'o ter ·Massey 
Borah Gallinge1· Myers 
Brandegee Gardner Nelson 
Bris tow Gore Newlands 
Brown Hitchcock Oliver 
Bryan Johnston, Ala. O'"erman 

~~:f::·m ~1WiNette ~!;~i~s 
Clapp Lea Perky 
Clark, Wyo. Lodge Pomerene 
Cnlber on McLean Richardson 

Root 
Shively 
Smith, Ariz. 
Smith, Ga. 
Smith, Md. 
Smith, S. C. 
Smoot 
Sutherland 
Thornton 
Townsend 
Warren 
Works 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On the call of the roll of 
the enate 51 Senators ha·rn responded to their names1 and a 
qnonun of the Senate is present. 

c noss-EXAMIXATION OF E. J. WILLIAMS-COXTIXUED. 

Q. (By Mr. WORTHINGTON.) Mr. Williams, you said yes
terday that you had good i.·erison to know that the Bolands 
O\Tned a large amount of the stock of the l\Iarian Coal Co. 
What did you mean by that?-A. How is that? 

Q. You aid yesterday that you had good reason to know 
that the Bolands own most of the stock of the Marian Coal 

o.-A.. Ye , sir. 
Q. What did you mean by that?-:-A. Because I had to sell 

out to them, sir. I was squeezed out of it, sir. 
Q. You said ornething about their owing you money.-A. 

They owe me $1,300 and $1,100. 
:\Ir. Manager WEBB. We think the question and answer are 

immaterial. Whether the Bolands owe him money or whether 
1Je owes the Bolands money we do not think has anything to do 
with the conduct of Judge Archbald. . 

l\Ir. WORTHINGTON. I think that what has been brought 
out, l\lr. Pre ident, sufficiently shows that the relations between 
ibis witne s and the Bolands are quite important. 

The PRESIDEN'l~ lJro tempore. The counsel will propound 
tlle question. 

<}. (By l\lr. WORTHINGTON.) The question is whether the 
Bolaucls are indebted to you, and, if so, why-I mean William 
I'. Boland and Christopher G. Boland, or either of them ?-A. 

bristopher G. Boland owes me money. 
Q. an you tell us briefly what is that about ?-A. Why, that 

i part payment. They paid a part of the agreement that they 
11«<1 7o sell out. 

Q. To sell out what?-A. The l\larian coal lease-the culm 
lc~<se . 

Q. Does hristopher G. Boland recognize that indebtedness 
to you or <loes he cli ._ pute it ?-A. Yes; he does, of course. 

(}. He does?- A. Ye , sir. 
Q. Why doe he not pay you ?-A~. Well, because they claim 

it was to be paid out of the dividends, but they claim that there 
was no dividend yet until they get this money. Now, if they 
will ever get it from the D. L. & W. for overcharges, for re-
<l uction of rates-- · 

Q. Well, what has that got to oo with your going to them 
wi th this $500 note? I think you 'gave that as a reason why 
you went to them.-A. Oh, that has nothing to do with my 
going to them about that $500 note. 

. Q. - I thought you said something to that effect yestcrday?
A. Ob, no; I was always friendly with them . 
. Q. Well, they owe you money and they recognize that they 

mve you llloney ?- A. Ye , sir. 
Q. And you expect to get it from them in the future?-A. Yes, 

sir. 
Q. Haye they i::aid anything as to when you may expect to 

get tha t woney?- A. Ilow is that? 
Q. Haye they aid anything to you as to when you may ex

pect to get that money ?-A. As soon as they get money out of 
it a uc.1 jf tlley ge t thi ;:; $50,000 from the D. L. & W., why that is 
mouey, i it not, and they are able to pay me then. 

Q . Well, I clo not care anything more nbout that. Mr. 
Willia ms, did you suggest to Judge Archbald in reference to 
the i1aper , or some of the papers connected with this Katydid 

transaction, that he should have one of his sons sign the papers 
and not sign them himself; and did he not say that he-proposed 
to sign the papers himself and not have his son sign them?
A. No; he did not. 

Q. Nothing of that kind happened ?-A. No, sir. 
Q . I want to ask you whether, on or about Janu.ary 16, 1912, 

in the office of . ~Ir. W. P. Boland, in Scranton, Pa., you said, 
in substance, that .Mr. Archbald told you it would be better 
for him to sign the papers in this deal, that you agreed with 
him, but that you later told the judge that it would be better 
for his son to sign the papers, and you said the judge intended 
singing them, and you could not pre·rnnt his doing it?-A. 
No, sir. 

Q. Nothing of that kind was saiu by you ?-A. I ne-rer told 
the judge that, or the judge never told me that. . 

Q. Now, about this visit you made to the judge just before 
you came down to testify before the Judiciary Committee. A 
subpoona was served upon you, I understand. On what day of 
the week was it served ?-A. I don't remember. 

Q . You were required to appear on what day of the week; 
do you remember ?-A. I don't remember. 

Q. Anyhow, you went to the j udge and told him you had l..>een 
subpoonaed and had not the money to pay your fare, did you 
not ?-.A. I did. 

Q . You went to his office in the Federal Building?-A. I told 
him so. 

Q. And you asked him to lend you the money so that yciu 
could come down here?-A. Yes. 

Q. You told him you were going to testify or had been sub
poonaed before the Judiciary Committee in his matter, did you 
not'l-.A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did he not say that he would not give you any money, 
but that be was going on the train somewhere the next day, 
and that if you would meet him at the station at that time 
he would girn you a ticket to Washington ?-A.. That is all; 
yes, sir. 

Q. And you did meet him there?-A. I did meet him at the 
Delaware, Lackawanna and Western depot, sir. 

Q . .And he went around to the window and bought that 
ticket and handed it to you right there ?-A. He did. 

Q. In the presence of a number of people who were in the 
room ?-A. All that was around the1:e at the time. 

Q. And you say that he told you to come down here and tell 
the truth ?-A. He told me to tell the truth and never mind the 
cousequences. He said, "Tell the truth." . 

Q. You said twice, as I under~tood you, that this Bradley 
deal was stopped because this inve tigation was corning on, or 
this lawsuit, you said once. You mean the investigation which 
has resulted in this trial, do you not?-A .. Ye , sir. 

Q. Now, what do you know about thnt? I want to know 
whether you have per ·onal knowledge about that or whether 
you are gi'ring what you have heard rumorecl on the street or 
somewhere else. What do you know about why apt. May 
recalled the contract which he had submitted to i\Ir. Bradley?
A. What do I know? I know that I a ked the deed back from 
Bradley that he had had sent to him to see whethe1· he would 
accept the deed under the conditions. 

Q. I understand yoa. The contract was sent by Capt. :llay 
to l\Ir. Bradley to see if it was satisfactory to him ?- A. Yes, sir. 

Q . And the next day, or very soon, Capt. l\Iay recalled the 
contract and said it eould not be executed. That is so ?-.A. 
Yes. . 

Q. But you say that that was done because this investigation 
was coming on. I want to know what the source of your in
formation on that subject is.-A. That is all I got. 

Q. Who told you that? Who told you that Capt. :May re-
called it ?-A . .Mr. Bradley told me. 

Q. Who?-A . .Mr. Bradley told me. 
Q . l\fr. Bradley told you ?-A. l\lr. Bradley. 
Q. He told you that Capt. May hall recalled the deed ?-A . 

Yes, sir. 
Q . Did l\Ir. Bradley undertake to tell you why he recalled 

it?-A. No; he did not. 
Q. Did he tell you ?-A. That Capt. .!\fay wantecl it back. 
Q. Did he not tell you that Capt. .May had told him that 

there had been letter written making claims a (Tain t the mine 
on behalf of the Everhart heirs, and tha t his counsel had ad
vi ed him that under the circumstances it would not do to go 
on with the contract?-A. I guess he di<l.; yes, s ir. 

Q. Where did you get this idea into your head thi1t it was 
because of this inve ti.,.ation tha t apt. l\Iay recalled t h e con
tract?-A.. Well, I got that from other sources; not from Capt. 
May. 

Q. You did not get it from Capt. May or from l\Ir. Ilradley ?
A. No, sir. 

r-
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Q. Now, is it not a fact that the day you went to Judge Arch
bald's office in the Federal building, just before you came down 
here to testify before the Judiciary Committee, that $500 Jones 
note had to be renewed ?-A. I do not know. 

Q. If that was so, you ha\e forgotten it, have you ?-A. Yes, sir. 
Q. But did you not go there to meet Jones and the judge for 

that purpose?-A. I do not remember. 
Q. You do not remember?-A. No, sir. 
Q. About this letter to Mr. Darling that is in evidence. 

You took that letter to Mr. Darling, and he told you that that 
dumu had been sold or leased or something of that kind?
A. The dump had been leased to Peale, Peacock & Kerr. 

Q. That was the end of it?-A. Yes, sir. 
Q. You took the judge's letter to him ?-A. That settled that 

deal. 
Q. Very well. I should like to know how you came to go to 

Mr. Darling. Who suggested to you to go to Judge Archbald 
and get a letter to Mr. Darling?-A. It was William P. Boland 
who told me about it, but he did not know that Peale had 
leased it already. 

Q. Who was it suggested to you to take Mr. Dainty to Judge 
Archbald and to try to get Judge Archbald to help him about 
the selling of· the outstanding Everhart interest to the Lehigh 
Yalley?-A. I do not think anybody suggested that to me. 

Q. Did not William P. Boland suggest it?-A. No; I could 
not say that. 

Q. You could not say that?-A. No, sir. 
Mr. WORTHINGTON. That is all, Mr. President. 

Redirect examination by Mr. Mannger WEBB: 
Q. Mr. Williams, did you tell Mr. Worthington a few minutes 

ago that in the examination before Wrisley Brown, in Scranton, 
William P. Boland asked most of the questions?-A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You say that now?-A. I say that now; yes, sir. 
· 1\1r. Manager WEBB. l\:lr. President, at this point we offer 
the deposition of E. J. Williams, taken on the 23d clay of March, 
1012, in Scranton, with reference to this matter. 

Q. (By Mr. Manager WEBB.) Mr. Williams, did you sign 
this statement?_:_A. Oh, I might ha\e signed it, but I did not 
know what was in it; it was not read to me at that time. 

Q.' Answer the first question. Did you sign it?-A. I signed 
1t; yes, sir; but I did not know what was in it altogether. 

:i\Ir. WORTHINGTON. l\fr. President, if that paper is offered 
solely for the purpose of showing what proportion of questions 
were propounded to Mr. Williams by Mr. Boland, and how 
many were propounded by Mr. Brown, we have no objection; 
but if it is offered in evidence to make what this witness said 
there in that ex parte in,estigation evidence against Judge 
Archbald we do object to it. 

Q. (By 1\Ir. Manager WEBB.) Mr. Williams, I ask you again 
if this statement was not read over to you by l\Ir. Brown, who 
askeu you if you wanted to make any change in your testi
mony.-A. No. We were in such a hurry, sir, to get out from 
there after being there four or five hours. I wanted to get some 
time to get dinner. It was about, I think, 2 o'clock, and I got 
there in the morning. -

J\fr. Manager WEBB. _ l\f r. President, we think it is competent 
to show that these questions were all asked by Mr. Wrisley 
Brown and the responses thereto were corroborative of what be 
has sworn with reference to this matter here to-day. 

The WITNESS. Mr. Wrisley Brown would not lmow bow to 
ask these questions altogether without the help of William 
Boland. 

1\Ir. WOR'.rHINGTON. l\fr. President, it seems to me that 
it would be very unfortunate if we should have to try to get 
into this case what might be considered evidence against Judge 
'.Archbald of what this witness happened to say in an ex parte 
in\estigation in Scranton. The questions are all there; it is 
stated who asked them; and it is easy enough for the managers 
to do what . I ha\e done, count the number of questions that 
were asked by Mr. Boland, and it will appear that he asked 
1 out .of 10, or something of that kind. The witness is mis
taken-there is no question about that-in saying that Mr. Bo
lru1d asked most of the questions, so far as the rer'Ort shows, 
and we ought not to have a statement made in this way by this 
witness or anybody else when there was no opportunity for 
Judge Archbald to be represented, put into this case as evidence. 

'l'he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that 
the paper could not be put in evidence for the purpose of prov
ing the testimony of the witness upon that occasion, unless the 
managers are prepared to take the position that they have· been 
entrarn'ed by the witness and desire to show what he has testi
fied to on a former occasion ; and the Chair does not understand 
that to be the proposition. - -

XLIX--11 

l\.Ir. Manager WEBB. Well, l\fr. President, in one view of the 
matter we think it is competent to show that Mr. Brown asked. 
the questions, and not l\Ir. Boland. In another view of the 
question we take it that it is competent for the reason that the 
witness was examined on the 22d day of March, when the facts 
were fresh in his mind, and that it is competent to corroborate 
him as to what he has sworn here to-day to show that he has 
sworn it on either occasions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is not of opinion 
that the corroboration of the witness is in order unless he is 
impeached in some way. There is no doubt about the right of 
the managers to prove that the questions were asked by who
eT"er the party is, but the Chair does not think that the vaper 
itself would be admissible as evidence of what the witness then 
swore to. . 

Mr. Manager WEBB. Then does the President admit it in 
evidence for the purpose of showing who did ask the questions? 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. I would object to- that. It seems to 
me if it is admitted for any purpose, of course, it goes into the 
record. It is an easy matter, of course, for anybody to ascer
tain how many questions were asked by Mr. Boland. As a 
matter of fact, only 12 were asked by him during a long exami
nation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would suggest 
that it would be better for the managers to prove what they 
desire without introducing the entire paper, because that would 
be putting in evidence that which is not proper for considera
tion as evidence. 

Mr. Manager WEBB. To prove it in any other way would 
be an almost endless task, because there are 48 pages of type
written matter, and the witness would probably have to go oyer 
it to see-- · 

Mr. SIMPSON. To see what? - ::~ ~j 
Mr. Manager WEBB. To see who asked the questions. 
Mr. SIMPSON. We are quite willing that l\fr. WEBB or 

any of his colleagues shall count them and their say so be put 
in the record. 

Mr. Manager WEBB. I do not care to testify. 
Mr. SIMPSON. We do not ask you to testify; but you can 

get some one outside. l\.fr. Brown can count them, and his say so 
will go. , 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. I happened to think this question 
might arise, and so I counted them myself. There are only 12 
questions by l\Ir. Boland and 100 or more by-1\Ir. Brown. 

~fr. Manager CLAYTON. Mr. President, I dislike to do any
tlung that may seem to be an abuse of the patience of the Sen
ate, but it seems to me, inasmuch as Col. Worthington has seen 
proper to bring into this case a part of this deposition, that 
therefore we are entitled to have it all. It is upon that familiar 
principle that we insist upon our right to introduce this docu
ment in evidence in its entirety. 

Mr. President, as to the limitation or the effect of this instru
ment, that is reser-red to the Senate when it comes to render 
its verdict or judgment. We are addressing, as I un·dertook to 
say yesterday, a tribunal that acts in the double capacity of the 
judge of the law and the jury to determine the facts. There
fore, l\Ir. President, if you as judges admit this paper now, 
when you come to consider .the question of ~act as jurors, then 
you can, if you see fit, limit the effect of its operation. It is 
impossible for us to separate the function of the judge from the 
function of the jury here. Inasmuch, I rnpea.t, as counsel for 
the respondent has introduced a part of this deposition I 
insist that it is right and proper for us to ha1e it all in the 
record-the whole truth, and not a part of it. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. I presume we are entitled to close on 
our objection, Mr. President. We introduced no part of this 
deposition in evidence. I asked the question of Mr. Willia.ms as 
to whether Mr. Boland was not present when he was examined 
and he answered that question, whiCh was all I asked. The~ 
he volunteered the statement, "Yes, and asked most of the ques
tions." I did not ask him who asked the questions. I showed 
that Mr. Boland was present at the \ery time he has testified. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If a part of the deposition 
has been offered by counsel for the respondent, of course the 
Chair will recognize the right of the managers to offer the en
tire paper; but that is a question that seems to be in dispute. 
That proposition was not first suggested by the manager who 
first offered -the paper. He put it upon an entirely different 
ground, as the managers and the Senate will remember. The 
Chair is not prepared to pass upon the question as to whether 
or n:ot there has been in fact any part of the deposition put in 
evidence by the counsel for the respondent. If there has been 
a part of it put in e;¥.~dence, _the Chair recognizes the right of 
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the manage s to. have all of' it on that ground alone. The Chair Q. You got this option on the Katydid hen other men ad 
thinks the other propositio-ns are unte-n:ible-. The Chair, af fn.iled ?-A. Yes, sir. 
course, recogniz.es the tight of the managers t<> prove how llllUly Q. That was the one yon referred to; and yo-u go-t that 
o:f these questions, were asked by the respective parties~ through the influence of Judge Archbfild, did yon not?- . I 

Ur. Manager WEBB. Then we will offer. Mr. President, that did not, sir. I only got one part of it through Judge Arehbald .. 
pa.rt et it for that purpose. I do· not :recall the exact questions Q~ That was the Kn.tydid?~A. Yes; on:e p.."trt of it.. 
tJlat Col. Worthington excerpted frrun the deposition. Q. And the Katydid dmnp belonged to the Erie Railroad 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Offer it for- what pur-pose'C Co.-one part of it?-A. One part Qf it; on~halt of it~ yes, ir .. 
Mr-. Manager WEBB. For the purpose of showing the entire Q. Mr. Robertson wanted! to sell his pa.rt, did he not:~ 

question and! answers with reference to the· matter about which A. Yes, sir. 
Col. Worthington asked the witness~ Q. And the Erie· Railroad Oo. would not buy it? I not that 

Mr. SIMPSON. There was no such offer-- true ?-A. No ; he wanted to sell it; he had been trying to sell 
'l'be PRESIDENT pro tempore. Probably th-e stenographe:L''s it to the Erie Co. 

notes would have to be consulted tE> see what part of it, if any, Q. The Erie would not buy it'l-A. No,. sir. 
was offered by counsel for the respondent. Q. And the Erie would not lease their part ?-A. No. 

l\Ir. SIMPSON. There was. no such offer made at all. There Q. Until you took hold of it?-.A. Yes. They ha.d agreed'. to 
ha Ye been questions asked by Mr. W:mm: f<>r the managers and sell it to the Du Pont Pe>wder man beiore that for less than on~ 
there have been questions. asked by counsel for the respondent half what I offered fur it. 
us te> whether the witness: did not testify at a certain place Q. But it was never ca.rtied up ta JI.Ir. 'l'hom3.s by lli. ll , 
in a certain way. The managers might just as well say that and nothing ever came of it. Is not that true?-A. No; but they 
because. they asked whether- or not on such and such a date h~ offered it for $2,000 to dn Pont, siJr. 
di:d not testify to such and such a thing before the Judiciary Q. Then :you say you got the- Erie Railroad Co.'s part of this 
Committee the whole of his testimony may be put in in bulk dump through Judge Archhald's influence. Is not thn.t your 
here in that way. That is not the result which tl-0ws out of statement?-A. Yes; b-y paying a double price for it. 
any such a suggestion • s that. It is an inquiry of' him for the Q I undei·sta.nct,. but at whatever price it might be?-A. They 
pu.r-pose of pntt:in.g him straight npon the record, and it is. a did not favor me because of his influence, because Ip id; $2,500 
particular right hi-eb those who are cross--examining have; more for it than they offered it before. 
otherwise cross-examination would amount to nothing. But Q. You alone could not get it from Capt. May; you could 
there. grows out of that no right to pnt in a whole bulk of not get it by yourself ?-A. I do not know. 
testimony. Such a thing would be the- most absurd rule of law Q~ You tried it and failed ?-A.. I did at the tim~ but he 
imaginable. did not say he would n-ot give it to me. 

If l\Ir. Worthington had said, "Mr. Williams, did yt>u not on Q~ He dee.lined to tet you have it?-A. He declined at the 
such and such a day .testify thus ., nd so 'f ~· and read the ques- time. 
tion and answer, and th-e man-agers then. thought there was • Q.. Yes~ and you curried the matter back to J:udge Arch
something in some other question or ans.wer in tha.t document bald '!-A. I did.. 
which in some way corrected OI' straightened out Oli affected Q . .And are you willing to. swear now that you got this eulm 
that matter, they could then ask him, " Did you not also testify dump from the Erie, Railroad Co. through your influence or 
thus and so on that same day?" and get that straightened out . through J'.udge Archb.ald'Z-A. I got part of it; yes~ their half. 
in the reco1rd in that way~ but to put: the whoie d-OCUID.ent in, Q. Their half throug]i whose inftuence?-.A.. Judge Archbald's.. 
whether it relates to the qpestion or not, would be-- Q. Befo:re you took this letter to Mr. May, did the judge tell 

Mr. Manager CLAYTON. l\fay I ask the counsel-- you that he had already phoned May in a.dvaBce that you we:i:e 
The PRESIDENT pro tern.pore. The Chair must insist that· coming to see him ?-A. No, sir. · 

tb~ argument proceed in order. If tbe1;e is objection,. counse-1 Q I believe the judge in his answer- to this a.rticle says tha.t 
will be heal'd, a reply, wi1.1 then be r~eived b.y the Senate • . and before· he wrote this letter to Mr. May he had alread:y phoned 
a conclusion accorded to the party making th~ objection; but May about this Katydid dump. Did he ever tell yo.u that he 
irregula:r diseussion can not be continued ithout manifest in· had phoned him?-A I do not remember anything about it. 
convenience and m result. · Q. When he sent the letter up t:nere to. May by you did he 

Mr. Manager· OLAY'l'ON. I did not intend to interrupt, Mr. tell you he bad already communicated with May about the 
Presi-dent, exeept· by permission or the Senate and the consent dump ?-A. No~ sir. 
of counsel. and it wa for the purpose of directing-- Q. I want to- ask yau a q,uestion or two about this silent-

The PRESIDEl.~T pro tempore. Too Chair had reference to · party agreement. It. seems that you have. stated that you did 
the enth-e dlscussion and not to the parti<!nlar man.ager wh<> last sign a silent-party agreement and stated that you do not remem~ 
addressed the Chair~ It is necessary that we p:roceed in &-rd~. ber it. I ask you if this is. not the way it o.ccurred, and if you 

did not sweair to this be-fare the Judiciary Committee:. That 
When there is obj.eeti-onr counsel will be- ooa:rd·; then a reply you did have a silent·party agreement with Mr. Robertson ?-A. 
will be heard, and th.en ai conclusion, but it must be done in What-that 1 did?. 
that order if we- are t<> proceed; methodically. Q. l ask you whether, after- you had been examined back and 

Mr. SIMPSON. I think, siv, I have brought before the Sen- forth on this question before the Jiudicfary COmmitte.e, r did 
ate what I desired. not ask you the question,. "Mr~ Williams, it seems that you clid 

:Mr. WORTHINGTON. M:i:. President, we- have agreed that sign a silent-party agreement, but you think that tbis one fu 
Ulis matter may go over until to-morrow, so that we may. see evidence, September 4,. is not the one, because that is not the 
just what has taken place date "?-A. Do you not know that other copy you showed me 

.Mr. Manager WEBB. That was the agreement, lli. Pi:esi- last night here? 
dent Q. Yes~ What about it1-.A. That is not the copy. WheL'e 

Q. (By 1\!r. l\Ia.nager WEBB.) Yeu told CoL Worthington a did it c.ome from?. 
few moments ago that you could: get options when others could Q. T.hat is. not th~ copy you signed?-A. I did no.t sign any, 
not do it. Wlla.t peculiar in:fiuence 011 power did you have to : sir, 
get options when other men failed to get them? Was it the Q. Did y.eu sign--A. (InterDupting.) I never signed it. I 
influence of Judge Archba!d?-A. How is that? , do-not knQW: anything about the. copy; that you are talkfng about, 

Q~ You told Ool. Worthrngton a few moments ago that you where the writing is a.-eross the typewriting; I ne.ver signed· 
could get options on eulm banks when other men failed to get tlla.t. I told them at first that r never: fiad signed tha.L 
them. What was your peculiar :influence to enable you to get : Q. 'l'hat. pa.rticnla.r copy· but I ask. you again no.w,, lea-ving. 
th~e cw;n b~s whoo other .men eould n.ot-was it Judge out fhat particular copJ" which we referred to la.st night, did 
Archbald s a s1stance-A. No, su". y;Qa n.ot sign a. silent-party. agreement when you got the Iease 

Q. What did: you mean when ~u told tlle- colonel tfiat?- from Robertson, and did ~ou not sweaJ1 that before. the. Judl:-
A. What? cia.ry Committee?-A. To whom did I sign.?· 

Q, Whai; did you merui when you told'. Col~ Worthington Q. Le.t me- a.sk y.oui if this statement was not. ma.de by you 
that!· · befure- the: committee.?. 

Mi. WORTHINGTON. PI-ease· say" Mr, Worthington.' Mc RUCKER.. Who was the silent party referred to in. that paper'l. 
:Mr. Manager WEBB. "Mr. Worthington," I heg pardon. l\fr. WILLIAM.S. I think that was--
A. r had one lease from Forest Oity to Moosic ot· an_ +,.,. 0. ,,..,1·e_ Mr: RucKER. ram. not talltlng about- that. Who was the· party you 

l.U! ~J. referred! f.o, when:. you said "silent pai.1:y- "? 
culm with.out the judge's aid. I never asked the judge-- Mr.. WILLIAMS. It wa-s Judge APchbald~ 
· Q. Why did you tell Mr. Worthington that y,ou: could get Mr. RUCKER. Tliere is no question about yo.u signing s.uch. a paper, 
eptions· when other men failed ?-A. 1 could. I could get this ls ifr:rt-JILLIAMS. Yes, sir. 
one when Boland could not touch it at all~ \~ ~r. ~UCKE~ _And it bad reference to Judge Archbald 'li 
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Mr. WILLIAMS. I think it was in John--
Mr. RuCKEn. I am not a sking what it was in. 
l\Ir. WILLI.UIS. Let me t ell you. It was in John M. Robertson's 

option. Tbat is where tbe "silent party" was. 
Mr. RUCKER. Why did you write in this paper the phrase " silent 

party," r eferring to Judge Archbald? [Page 575.] 

Now, then, was not that reference to "silent party" in the 
option that you first secured from Robertson? That is what 
J'OU seem to ha\~ finnlly sworn before the Judiciary Commit
tee?-A. I could not say that I eyer saw that in Robertson's 
option. 

Q. Did you e\er sign :m agreement in which there was a silent 
party mentioned? I am not talking about the one of September 
4 or 5 now, but I am asking this: Did you ever, with Robertson 
or with anyone else, sign a contract or an assignment in which 
" silent party " was mentioned ?-A. I do not remember any 
such contract; I do not remember. 

Q. Let me ask you if you did hot tell Mr. Worthington this 
on his examination of you before the Judiciary Committee, 
reading at page 579 of the record: 

1\Jr. WORTHI:SGTON. I would like to ask you to explain, if you can, 
why it is you say to me that you executed only one contract or assign
ment to Mr. Boland, in which there was nothing said about a silent party, 
and then the next minute you say to the members of the committee 
that you did understand you signed something in which there was ref
tirence to a silent party? How do you explain that contradiction? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I don't remember signin&" such a contract as that, 
but I tell you that there was a silent party m one paper that we had
a silent partner. 

Did you tell Mr. Worthington that?-A. I do not know. 
Q. Sir?-A. I could not say whether I said that or not. 
Q. Was there any paper that you ever signed, whether in the 

presence of Mr. Boland or any other person, in which the words 
" silent party " were used ?-.A. Why should he use the " silent 
party " when he put his own name in the Conn paper? Why 
should he put in " sllent party "? 

Q. You need not argue the case. I wish you would listen to 
this question. Again, on page 590: 

The ACTING CHAIRl\IAN. Then your contention is that the contract 
which has been shown you here, Exhibit 20-

Tha tis the contract of September 5, in which you refer to the 
silent party and which you now say you did not sign-
which contains the language "and a silent party, whose name is known 
only to the persons named therein," was drawn in August and not in 
September? In other words, I understood you to say that the date had 
been changed on it? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Jt was drawn before April, sir. 
The ACTING CHAIRMAN. It was drawn before April? 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes, sir. 
The ACTING CHAIRMAN. But it was drawn and signed by you? Is 

that right? · 
Mr. CARLIN. He says a contract was, but this contract never was. 
The ACTING CHAIRlllAN. I understand; but I am asking about this 

particular contract~ As I remembered his testimony day before yes
terday, he contended that while he signed this contract with the 
"silent-party" language in it, it was really signed before h~ ever 
tried to make the deal with Robertson, and that after the deal was 
made with Boland he contends the date was changed on it to Septem
ber 5. Was not that your contention the other day, Mr. Williams? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Wait, now--
The ACTING CHAIRMAN. I wish you would listen to my question. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes, sir. 
'l'he ACTING CHAIRMAN. I say, was not that your contention the 

other day? 
1\fr. WILLIAMS. Yes, sir. 
The ACTING CHAIRMAN. That while you did sign this contract, this 

assignment to 1\fr. Boland, it was really signed not on September 5 but 
at some day before that time? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It was signed before this [exhibiting memorandum 
book]. Now, there is the time I got the culm from Robertson. You 
wm see the date. 

'.rhe ACTING CHAIR MA~. April 5? • 
Mr. WILLIAMS. April 5; yes, sir. 
Mr. GRAHAlll. Mr. Chairman, I suggest that you put in the record 

what that book is. 

Is that your present contention-that you did sign a silent
party contract, but that it was not dated September 5, but 
some prior time? [A pause.] What do you say about that now, 
Mr. Williams?-A. I do not know anything about that contract 
that Boland claims that was wrote right on an angle across 
the paper there; I do not 1."llow anything about it; I can not 
ha\e any memory of such a paper that ever came before me. 

Q. Did you ever before September 5 sign any contract con
taining a silent-party reference ?-A. The only paper I signed 
to Wm was before the option was got; before I got the option 
from Robertson. 

Q. I beliern you admit that you did sign this paper exhibited 
to you yesterday-the assignment of September 5-in which 
the silent party is included. You signed that?-A. I never 
signed that paper. I can not remember anything about such a 
paper in the world. And where did you get the paper you 
brought before me last night? Where did you get the paper? 
Will you bring that here? [A paper was handed to the witness 
by l\Ir. Manager WEDB.]-A. Oh, that is it7 Well, this is not 
the paper, you know. 

Q. {By Mr. Manager WEBB.) Now, which was the paper 
you signed ?-A. Let me tell you now. That paper was printed 
down to the bottom here [indicating] and written across that 
way. This is not the paper,-sir. No, sir. 

Q. Did you sign this paper?-A. Did I sign it? 
Q. Is not that your signature?-A. Yes, sir; that is my signa· 

ture; but how did they get it there? That is the question. It 
is my signature all right; but you know h9W Jim Crawford's 
will was made, but I never signed. Why did he not bring that 
before, instead of bringing the other paper that was signed 
right across the printing of the stenographer? 

Q. Are you in the habit of signing papers the contents of 
which you do not know?-A. Ko; not very often, sir. 

Q. Then you did sign this paper?-A. Did I? 
Q. You say you did ?-A. Oh, you say so. No; I do not say 

so, because that paper-why did you bring that paper? Last 
night was the first time I saw it. The other paper, I told you, 
was signed at an angle across the writing on the paper. 

Q. Well, Mr. Williams, I understand you to say that is your 
signature?-A. I say that, but I say Jim Crawford's will was 
signed the same way. 

Q. Then you say that that is your signature?-A. Yes; it is 
my signature; but where did they get it? That is the point. 

Q. That is Exhibit 7. One more question, please. When you 
went to the judge, after having seen l\fay, and the conversation 
arose about the lighterage case, who mentioned the 1ighterage 
cases first ?-A. I did. -

Q. Let me ask you if you did not swear this before the House 
Judiciary Committee last May [reading from page 497]: 

The CHAIRMAN. Did the judge, about that time, mention the light-
erage ca es to you in any conversation? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I seen them right there on the desk. 
The CHArnMAx. Was anything said about the lighterage cases? 
Mr. WILLIAMS. He said that he had cases for them there at the time. 

That is all. 
The CHAIRMA..~. Meaning that he had cases before him in the court 

at that time? 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes, sir. I did not understand what lighterage was 

at all. 
The CHArnl\IAY. And did he say that the Erie Ilailroad was a party 

defendant to those cases? 
M1·. WILLIAMS. Yes, sir. 
Did you swear to that?-.A. Yes, sir. 
Q. That is true, is it not?-A. Yes, sir: that is true. 
Mr. Manager WEBB. That is all, Mr. President. 

Recross-examination by Mr. WORTHINGTON: 
Q. When you said just now, "Yes; that is true,'' in answer 

to Mr. WEBB'S question, what did you mean ?-A. What did I 
mean? 

Q. What was it you meant was true?-A. It was true that 
we talked about the lighterage case. 

Q. Do you mean to say it is true the judge asked the question 
first?-A. No; I do not say that. I say that we talked about it. 

Q. How do you know that Mr. Robertson o.ffered to sell his 
interest in the Katydid culm dump to Capt. May's company and 
could not do it?-A. He told me himself. 

Q. Robertson told you?-A. Yes, sir. 
Q. That is all you know about it-what Robertson told you ?---t 

A. Yes, sir. There is the man there. 
Q. Where?-A. Up there [indicating the gallery]. 
Q. I understood you to say to l'\Ir. WEBB just now that you 

tried to get the Katydid yourself before you went there with a 
letter from Judge Archbald. That is not so, is it ?-A. I got the 
Robertson part of it, I told you ; yes, sir. 

Q. You did not go to Capt. May until you went there with a 
letter from the judge?-A. Ko, sir. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. That is all. 
Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, I send to the desk 

two questions which I should like to have the witness answer. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia 

asks that the questions submitted by him be propounded to 
the witness. The Secretary will read them. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
Q. Was the docket which :rou saw in Judge Archbald's room in 

writing or in print? 
A. In print. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next question offered by 

the Senator from Georgia will be read by the Secretary. 
The Secretary read ns follows : 
Q. Please describe the appearance of the docket, and state at what 

place, with reference to the top or bottom {If the page, the Erie cases 
were printed in the docket. 

A. They were printed on top of the page. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The witness may retire. The 

managers will call their next witness_ 
l\Ir. l\Iannger CLAYTON. l\1r. President, we do not wish the 

witness to be discharged at this time, because \\e may desire to 
recall him. 
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The PRESIDE}.""T pro tempore. Yes. The witness ·will re
main in attendance. 

Mr. WOilTHINGTON. I think it should be understood that 
no witnes cs are to be di charged unle s counsel on both sides 
consent. 

The PRESIDEKT pro ternpore. That will be the order girnn, 
then. 

l\fr . .Manager CLAYTON. Do you mean to say-I ask for · 
information-that if we are through with a witness and hear 
no eX])re ·on of a desire on the part of the respondent that the 
witness atiend further upon the court, we shall not have him 
discharged until we get the consent of the opposing counsel? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That was the suggestion of 
counsel. 

l\Ir. WORTHINGTON. I think it much better, if either side 
wishes to discharge a witness, to ask the other side whether it 
has any objection. 

Mr. Manager CLAYTON. I ask that because I think in one 
or two instances we ha rn already, perhap , dispensed with the 
attendance of some of the witnesses, and it seems to me that 
that makes a very difficult rule for us to follow. But we will 
do the best we can. 
~he PRESIDE1'"'T pro tempore. That is a different case alto

gether. The suggestion rcfel'S only to witnesses put upon the 
stand. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. I meant it to apply to those who are 
subprenaed. As a matter of fact, we have refrained from issu
ing subprenas to witne ses because we have understood they 
would be brought here by the managers on the part of the 
House. I think it might be yery troublesome if a witness sub
prenaed here should be discharged without our knowing it. It 
is yery easy to arrange the matter. Counsel and the managers 
are here together every day, and we can communicate with 
them by telephone wllen we are not here. 

The PRESIDE:NT pro tempore. Unless the matter is ar
ranged between counsel, the Chair suggests that if the counsel 
for the respondent desires n witness it is perfectly competent 
for him to subpoona the witness on his own account. 

Mr. Manager CLAYTON. I would say, in fairness to the 
managers on the part of the House, that in quite a number of 
instances gentlemen having important business engagements 
have asked tlle managers to let them go home, and, if needed, to 
call them back by wire and they would come. We have done 
that in a number of instances. Now, it may be developed in 
the case that we may not want to call back those gentlemen. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has already sug
gested to counsel for the respondent that if he desires the at
tendance of any witness who has also been sub11oonaed by the 
managers, it is competent for counsel to subprenn him, and 
that will insure his attendance. 

Mr. 1\Ianager CLAYTO:N. That is entirely satisfactory. 
l\fr. Manager "WEBB. l\Ir. President, Mr. STERLING, one of 

the managers, will examine the next witness, who is Ur. W. A. 
May. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Call in the witness. 
TE S'.rIMOXY OF WILLIA.ll A. MAY. 

William A. l\Iay, having been duly sworn, was examined and 
te titled a follows: 

Q. (By Mr. Manager STERLI~G.) Where do you live?-A. 
Scranton, Pa. 

Q. How long have you frred in Scranton ?-A. Thirty-nine 
years. 

Q. What is your business?-A. I am now vice president and 
o-eneral manager of the Hillside Coal & Iron Co. 0 

Q. Where is the office of the Hillside Coal & Iron Co. ?-A. 
Their office is in Dunmore, Pa. 

Q. Where is Dunmore with reference to Scranton ?-A. It is 
a suburb of Scranton, joining it. 

Q . How long have you been vice president and general mana
"er of the Hillside Coal & Iron Co. ?-A. About one year. 0 

Q. How long ha.Ye you been connected with that company?
A. Since July 1, 1873. 

Q. In what capacity were you connected with the Hillside 
company prior to the time you became manager and vice presi
dent ?-A. Before becoming vice president and general manager 
I was general manager. Previous to that I was superintendent. 

Q. Are the duties of your office now as vice president and 
<Ycneral manager substantially the same as they were prior to 
~ year ago ?-A. They are substantially the same. 

Q . What is the relation of the Hillside Coal & Iron Co. to 
the Erie Raih·oad Co. ?-.A.. The Erie controls the Hillside Coal 
& Iron Co. 

Q. In what way does it control it ?-A. I belieYe by stock 
ownership. 

Q. Does the Erie Railroad Co. as a corpora ti on own the Hill
side Coal & Iron Co. ?-A. I believe so. 

Q. All of it?-A. I sci understand. 
Q. Who are the officers of the Hill side Coal & Iron Co.?___... 

A. 1\Ir. F. D. Underwood, president; G. A. Richard on vice presi
dent; D. W. Bigoney, treasurer; David Bo Sinfill, secretary. 

Q. Who is pre~ident of the Erie Railroad Co. ?-A. Mr. F. D . 
Underwood. 

Q. How long has he been president?-A. I can not tell you. 
Q. He is also president of the Hillside Coal & Iron Co.?_, 

A. He is. 
Q. Do you hold any official position with the Erie Railroad 

Co. ?-A. I do not. 
Q. Who is the general counsel for the Erie Railroad Co.?

.A.. 1\Ir. George F . Brownell. 
Q. What office, if any, does he hold in the Hill ide CoaJ & 

Iron Co. ?-A. He is genera.I solicitor. 
Q. He is general solicitor for both of those corporation ?

A. He is nee president and general solicitor for the Erie and 
general solicitor for the Hillside Coal & Iron Co. 

Q. Mr. Richardson is vice president of the Erie Railroad 
Co. ?-A. He is. 

Q. What is his office, if any, with the Hillside Coal & Iron 
Co. ?-A. He is vice president. 

Q .. Who is your immediate superior officer ?-.A. l\Ir. Rich-
ardson. 

Q. In the Hillside Coal & Iron Co. ?-.A.. He is. 
Q. Do you know Judge Archbald ?-A. I do. 
Q. Do you know E . J . Williams?-A. I do. 
Q. How long have you known E . J. Williams?-....\.. I think I 

first met him about 20 yea1·s ago. 
Q. Has your acquaintance with him been continuous since 

that time ?-A. It has not. 
Q. To what extent does your acquaintance with IiJ. J. \Vil

liams go?-A. Very slight. 
Q. Have you had any business negotiations with him ?-A. I 

have not, except in the case of the Katydid dump, now in ques
tion. 

Q. What do you mean by the Katydid dump?-.A.. It is a cuhu 
dump made by the operations of the Katydid colliery. 

Q. Describe briefly what you mean by a culm dump.-.A.. Culm 
is the ref-use coal made in preparing coal for market. 

Q. How is the ref-use made ?-A. By breaking up run-of-mine 
coal, running it through the breaker and mah."ing it into th<i 
"Various sizes. 

Q. A culm clump is not made except as an incident to minillg 
coal, is it?- A. That is all. 

Q. And is thrown aside, and at one time was abandoned. as 
refuse?-A. That is correct. 

Q. And as worthless?-A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And the accumulation of this refuse at the different col

lieries are called culm dumps?-A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Or .culm banks?-A. Yes, sir; coal dumps or coal banks. 
Q. In the mining of what kind of coal is the culm bank cre

ated ?-A. Anthracite coal. 
Q. Where is the Katydid culm bank situated ?-.A. It is situ

ated near Moosic, Pa. 
Q. Where is that, with reference to Scranton ?-A .. Moosic is 

about 5 miles away. 
Q. You are familiar with the Katydid culm bank?-A. Yes, 

sir. 
Q. I will ask you to state what were the beginnings of the 

negotiations for the sale of the Katydid bank to Mr. Williams.
A. l\Ir. Williams brought to me a letter from Judge Archbald. 
That was the beginning. 

Q. Before that had not Judge .Archbald telephoned you in 
regard to it?-A. He may haye done so. I do not remember it, 
though. 

Q. Did you not suggest to Judge Archbald in the conver ation 
over the phone that he send you a letter ?-A. It may be pos
sible; I do not remember, 

Q. In any event, Mr. Williams came to you with a letter!-A. 
Yes, sir ; he did. 

Mr. Manager STERLING. I ask that this be marked as an 
exhibit. 

The letter referred to was marked "Exhibit No. 11." 
Q. (By Mr. Manager STERLING.) Look at Exhibit No. 11, 

Mr. May, and state if that is the letter Mr. Willi~ms ~roug~t to 
you about the day it bears date.-A. (After exa.mmation.) That 
is the letter. 

Mr. Manager STERLING (to M1-. Worthington). Do you 
want to see it? 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. We are familiar with it. 
Mr . .Manager STERLING. We offer the letter, and will ask 

the Clerk to read it. 
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· The PR'ESIDR.~T pro. tempore. In the absenee of. obJeetion, 
it will b.e marked and read. 

selling the. Katydid?-A. The- matter ·was dropped for the Ume 
being: 

The 1-etter referred to was marked- u. E:xbiMt No. 11 ,,. and was 
i·eiHl, as follows: 

[U. S. S, Exhibit_ 11.} 

Q. \\inat conclusion dill yon come to· with l\Ir. Richardson 
with reference to selling· the Katydid ?-A. we simply stopped 
at that po1nt-did nothing- m-0-re. 

(United States Commerce Court, Washington.) Q. You decid.ed not to. sell it?-A. We decided not to sell it. 
· scx.A.;.~To~, PA., Mcirch 81, HJ1.t.., Q. Then Wil!liams ea.me to you again, did he net ?~A. Ile 

w .. \. MAY, E q., might have· E!om:e-to me, again. 
S14JJe1'intcndc-nt Hillside CoaZ cG fron1 Co-.. Q. What did you say to him then--.A.. I do not remember. 

Dun. Sm: :E write to inquire whethell y.onr company will d.is1.10.se: of· Q. After you and Mr: :Richardson had conduded not to sell 
yom: interest :ln the Katydid cul.mi dump. belonging to. the old Rob.ei:tson ' it?~A. I 00 no; I""me~"'~:r. 
& Law opcrn.tlon a.t Brownsville? And, if so, will- you ltind'l:f pu.t a. ·"' .tillJ't;: 

Jil.llicc upon itf. Q. He came then with a letter from the judge, dicJ he not?-
- Yours, very truly, R.. W. An.cRBALJ>. A. I haTe· no recollectien o-f getting a letter frem the judge 

Q. (By Mr. Man.ager STERLLL~G). I w15h you would look through l\Ir. Williams. 
at the nQ.ta.tion at the bottom of the letter and state who put Q . Dtd you Rot say to Mr. Williams when he came to you 
that there-A~ I put the upper notation;. that is, just below the after you confeued with Rieba.Ydson that you were not going to 
signature. That is in my handwJiittng. sell the Katydid ?-A. I might have done so ; I do not r~membe.r. 

Q. When did you do thaU-A. Ou March 31~ 1:911. Q. Did you learn then, after Williams. had been to yau that 
Q. P:tease read your notation.-A. "Have asked Beyea to time-, that he had:. gone: back to Judge Axchbald?~A. I did not. 

lu'lYe an. estimate made oi the quantity otmatetial in this bank.'" · Q. When did you ne~t hea1: of this nego.tfation for this Katy-
Q. Who is B.eyea ?-A. He is the land agent. did coal bank on the part of Judge A.rchbal-d and Mr. Wil-
Q . When Mr. Williams presented that letter to you, just liarns?-A. I think it was in August. 

state w::iat he said to you and what you said to him.-A.. I do Q . .About what time in August?-A . .About thB 2~th of August. 
not remember anything he said: to me. Q .. Where did y6u hear of it?-A .. In New York. 

Q. Do ~ou remember the substance?-A... I do not. Q. Where.?--A. In Mr. Riehardsen's office. 
Q. What did you say to him ?-A. I took the letter arn't put Q-. Both bis office- and Mr. Brownell's offi-ce are in New 

tl.te notations thereon. I d-o n-Ot remember what I said to him. York?-A. They are. 
Whether I told him. I would have fill e~am.inatiou made or not, Q. At the same pla-ce, are they not?~A:. Yes, sir. 
I do not remember. Q. What did Richardson say to you th~m ?-A.. As I recall it, 

Q. To refresh. your: reeollection., Ml'. May, did y-oiu :aet say to he, told me to take up the Katydid dump matter again. 
him that it was not th~ policy o:f th.e railroad company or tb..e Q. With whom ?-A. With Mi:. Williams. 
Ilillside Coa1 & Iron. Co. to disp-0..se: of i:ts coal proJ)erties~-A. Q. Did he say why ?'-A. He told me that Judge Archbald 
I do not believ~ I sajd so. had seen him. 

Q. Did you. write Judge Ai;chbald-· -A. I did not. Q. Dia he tell you when Judge Archbald had seen him ?-A. 
Q. In reply to that letter~?-A. I did n-0t. Ile did not. 
Q. Did. yQru not se:nd. aay woud to Judge Archbald by Mr~ Wil· Q. Did he tell you \\here he had seen him?~. I do not re-

liams at that time?-A. I do not remember. call that. 
Q. Do you say now that you did not?-A. I do not say that I Q. Did he not tell you that Judge Archbald had come to his 

did or that 1i did not. offices in New Yark; that he desired to buy the Katydid coal 
Q. De you. say th.."tt you ru:ohably did?-A. I would not. dump, and tllat he had told Judge Archbald that he would take 
Q. Do yQu kn-ow wheth-er or no.t you. made any ans:wer i:n any it up witb you again? ls not that what he said to you ?~A. I 

way, either by letter or by word .. through Mr. Williruus to. Judge think th11t is so. 
Archbald to that letter?-A. I do not temember what I said. Q. That is substantiaUy what he said to you ?-A. Yes. 

Q. What €li"<l you do next after you had made the· notation un Q. And from that you began negotiations again for the sale 
the lette.r?:-A.. I d:a not i;em~mber what I did. of the Katydid coal dump.?-A. I did. 

Q. Did you order an estimate made of it'-A. I did. Q. What did you do?-..,\.., I casually met Judge Archbald and 
Q. Wh.en.?-A. The notation was on there. told him--
Q. When did you d-0 it, I am asking you'l-A, Mareh 31, :1911. Q. You say you casually met him. What do you mean by 
Q. Why akl you do that?-A. Because we wanted to. get at casually meeting him?-A. I accidentally met him, t:tien. 

the quantity o:f! mate1·ial in the bank~ Q. Where did you m~t him ?~A. r met him on the street. 
Q. Did lli. Beyea make an estimate of the material?-A. Ile Q. When ?-A. I think the 29th of· August. 

dld not. Q. Four days after you had been in New York?-A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Why clid lie not?-.A.. He gave it to the e.ngln.eer in. his Q. What did you say to- him ?--A. As nearly as I recall it I 

office to make it. to-ld him to sencl Mr. Williams up to see me about the Katydiu 
Q. Was it made by your office or by your company ?-A. The bank. 

estimate was made. Q. Why did you send that me sage by Judge Archbald ?-.A. 
Q. When'l'--A.. Shortly after this date. I incidentalJy met him and to-Id him because the letter had orig-
Q. What was done about it, then, when you got the esti:- inally coine fro.m him. 

mate?-A .. The estimate wa.s made,. the si~s.- of the coal ar- Q. And l\I.r. Richai-dson told you to open up negotiations 
riYecl at, and then the matter was brought again to my at- again with Williams,, you say?--A. Yes. 
tention. Q. The reason you told J udge Archbald to send Williams to 

Q. By whom ?-A. By Mr. Beyea and by Mr. F. A. Johnson, you again was because you knew that Judge Archbald was in
who arrived at the quantity, or rather the percentage, of the terested in the- proposed purchase of the coal dump. Is not 
Tarious sizes in the bank. that true?-A. Not necessarUy. 

Q. What did you do when you got the report from the engi- Q. You say "not necessarily." Now, was it true or nQt? 
nee:r?-A. Nothing was done, as l re<:all it; nothing was done Did you suppose that he was interested at that time?-A. I 
at that. particular time. knew he was interested, but what the chamcte:r of his interest 

Q .. What did you next '10, with reference to. the matter?-A. was I did not know. 
The next thing I recall is that I spoke to l\fr. Richardson Q. Did Williams come- up to see you after you sent word to 
about it. · him by Judge Archbald ?-A. He. did. 

Q. Had you heard again from: Judge Archbald between the Q. The same. da;y?-A. No, sir. 
31st of March and the time ]'OU spoke to Richardson with ref- Q. When 'l-A. I think it was the ne-rt day. 
erence. to it?-A~ I do. not remember that. I did. Q, Then. what did you do when Williams came?-A. I told 

Q.. What did you and Mr. Ilichardson do with referenc_e to hfm that I would reco.mme.nd the sale of the dump for $4,500. 
it?-A. When he visited the mines I spoke to him about it. I do nat remember whether I told him I would write· him, but 

Q. What did you say td hlrn ?-A. We merely dis.cussed the because or that interview I wrote a letter. 
advisability of selling the dump and concluded not to sell it. Q. To. l\Ir. Williams?-.A.. To 1\fr. Williams 
Q~ And eoncluded uot to sell it?-A. At that time. Q. When you met Judge Archbald on the street, what else did 
Q. IIow is that?-A. We concluded we wo:uld do nothing at you say to him besides telling him to seu.d l\lr. Williams up to 

that ti.me. see you?-A. Nothing that I recall.., • 
Q. You deelded that it was against the policy o! the company Q. Did you not say to him that yo.u wo.uld let them have the 

to sell its- coal property and determined not to sell it?-A... Not Katydid coal dump?-A. No, sir; I do not recall. 
necessariJy in that way. Q. You told him what you wanted to. see Williams about, 

Q. ~ot necessarily? Did you do it or did. you not do it? did you notf-A. I do. not think I did. I might have. I do 
,What was the result of your conference with reference to not .remember .. 

· , 
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Q. Is this the letter [exhibiting], marked Exhibit One-half, 
in which you say to l\lr. Williams that you recommend the sale 
of whatever interest the Hillside Co. have?-A. (Examining.) 
That is the letter. 

Q. It is the letter you ll:i ve just referred to ?-A. Yes, sir. 
Q. What occurre<l next, after you had written that-letter to 

.llr. Williams, the one dated August 30?-.A. I think the next 
thing was the bringing of .Mr. Bradley to my office by .Mr. 
Williams. 

Q. When was that?-A. That was in April of this year. 
Q. Do you remember about what time it was ?-A. It must 

haYe been about April 8 or 9. 
Q. Who came with l\lr. Bradley to your office?-.A. l\Ir. 

Williams. 
Q. What occurred there?-A. Mr. Williams introduced l\Ir. 

Bradley to me as a purcha er of our interest in tlle Katydid 
dump. 

Q. In this letter of August 30 you propose to sell the interest 
of the Hillside Co. for $4,500. Now, when Williams came there 
with Bradley, did they state to you the terms on which Bradley 
was taking the property?-A. No; they did not. 

Q. You say they did not?-A. They did not. 
Q. Go ahea<l and state what was said.-A. As nearly as I 

remember it, I asked l\ir. Bradley for references as to his 
fiuancial responsibility, and he gave me the references; and as 
I w·a goinO' down to the Consolidated breaker, which is situated 
in that vicinity, I told him I would go down to the dump with 
them and I did go down to the dump, I think that afternoon, 
and l\lr. Braclley looked at it and said he was willing to take it. 

Q. At what price ?-A. At $4,500 for e·rnrything below pea 
ize, and to pay royalty on pea and above. 

Q. You say that Bradley said he would take it at that price?
.A. He did. 

Q. Was not that the price at which Williams anu Archbald 
"·ere buying it?-A. It was the price that they were to get it at. 

Q. From you ?-A. From us. 
Q. But you knew they had soltl it to Brauley for $20,000?

A. I did not. 
Q. Did you know what price they had sold it at?-A. I did 

not. · 
Q. Then Bradley did not say he would take it at $4,500, did 

he?-A. No; he sa.iu that he was willing to take the bank, after 
looking at it. I do not belieye he said he would take it at 
$4,500. 

Q_ Did you not know of an effort on the part of Williams and 
.Archbald to sell this property to Conn ?-A. I did. 

Q. '.l'hen this was not the next thing that occurred. What 
was it with reference to the sale of the property to Conn ?-A. 
'.fhe ale of the property to Conn was his request from me to 
know what our investigations disclosed as to what the bank con
tained. That is my recollection. 

Q. That inquiry was from Conn ?-A. That was from Conn. 
Q. Had you received a letter from Judge Archbald prior to 

that about the sale to Conn?-A. No; I think that Mr. Conn 
inquired before that letter came. 

Q . Look at this letter [presenting letter], Exhibit 12, and 
tate if you got that letter frQm Judge Archbald ?-A .. (Examin-

ing letter.) Yes, sir; I got that letter from Judge Archbald. 
Q. What date does it bear?-A. November 29, 1911. 
Q. Did you make any notations on that letter ?-A.. No, sir. 
Mr. Manager STERLING. Ju t give it to the clerk. We 

offer it, Mr. President, and ask that it be read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. 
l\lr. Manager STERLING. Did you want to see it, Mr. Worth

ington? 
Mr. WORTHINGTON. Oh, no. 
The Secretary read as follows : 

[U. S. S. Exhibit 12.] 

W. A. ?llAY, E q., 
SCRA.NTO~, }."o1:ember 29, 1911. 

General Maiwge1· Hillside Coal &; Iron Co. 
MY DEAR CAPT. M.u-: I have closed a deal on behalf of ?!fr. Williams 

for tbc Katydid culm dump with the Laurel Line Co., as reported to 
you by telephone this moming, and am therefore ready to close with 
yon at any time you indicate-the earlier the better. Please let me 
look <YVer the papers you have drawn before you execute them. I go 
to Washington on Monday for a few days, and, if not too much to ask, 
I would like before I go to get the preliminaries disposed of. 

Very truly, yours, 
R. W. ARCHBALD. 

Q . (By l\lr. l\fanager STERLING). The letter that has just 
been read, marked Exhibit 12, was in the handwriting of Judge 
Archbald, was it not ?- A. It was. 

Q. Did you answer that letter?-A. I answered the letter; 
yes, sir. _ 
· Q. Look nt Exhibit 13 [presenting letter] and state if that 
is the :m wer which you made?-.A. (Examining letter.) That is 
the answer I made . 

. 

Mr. Manager STERLING. We offer it in evidence, anu I as!): 
the Clerk to read it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter will be read. 
The Secretary read as follows : 

{U. S. S. Exhibit 13.] 

Hon. R. w. ARCKBALD, Scranton, Pa. 
DECE:UBER. 1, 1!)11. 

AIY DEAR JUDGE : Your note of the 29th ultimo, telling me of the 
consummation of the sale of the Katydid culm dump and reque. ting 
that the papers for the sale of the Hillside's interest be submitted to 
you before you leave for Washington on the 4th instant, is received. 

I regret very much that I can not have the papers ready by that 
time. I shall, however, take the matter up with our attorneys to-day 
and do the very best I can. If it were not necessary to submit the 
papers to our New York office I could do as you wish, but that is the 
obstacle. 

Yours, very truly, 
General Manager. 

Q. (By i\Ir. l\Ianager STERLING.) l\lr. May, the letter ju 
read was not the original ?-A. No, sir. 

Q. That was just a copy of the letter which you sent to Judge 
Archbald ?-A. Just a copy. 

Q. Look at Exhibit 14 [presenting letter] and state if you re
ceived that letter from Judge Archbald.-A. (Examining let
ter.) I received that letter from Judge Archbald. 

.Mr. Manager STERLING. We offer it and ask that it be rend. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary wm rcau it. 
The Secretary read as follows : 

[U. S. S. Exhibit 14.] 
(United States Commerce Court, Washington.) 

Scn.L,TO~, PA., December 14, 1911. 
MY DEAR CAPT. MAY: The closer I look into the claim of Mr. Robert

son, the more I am impre~>sed with the idea that it is something ·ub
stantial. And the less, on the other hand, do I feel that there is very 
much consideration to be O'iven to the Everhart end of it. In order, 
however, to relieve the matter of any question, I am endeavoring to see 
whether I <;an secure from them and from the E. & G. Brooke. Co. 
people a release of their respective interests, for which I have made 
them what I consideL" a fair offer. In the meantime, may I a k that 
you rega;i.·d the price which you have given us for the Hillside Coal & 
Iron Co. interest as confidential. 

Yours, very truly, R. W. AnCIIBALD. 

Q. (By l\lr. Manager STERLING.) Mr. May, when yon re
ceived that letter ditl you form the opinion then that Ju<lge 
Archbald had a pecuniary interest in this transaction ?-A. I 
arrived at no conclu. ion as to his interest. 

Q. He spoke about the price he was paying for it in tllat 
letter? Did it occm· to you that he himself had any intcre t 
in the dump?-A. I did not know what interest he had . 

Q. That is not the question, Mr. May. Did it occur to :rou 
from the letter which · he wi·ote you at that time that he wa 
buying this on his own account or that he had an intere t in 
the dump ?-A. I did not know what his interest was. 

Q. I am not asking you that. Did it occur to you that he 
had any interest at all in it?-.A.. He might have bad au int re t 
of some kind, but what his interest was I do not know .• 

Q . Well, you thought he had an interest of some kind in it, 
dicl you not?-A. Of some kind; but just what it was I did ·not 
know. 

Q. Then you replied to that letter by Exhibit 15, did yon not 
[handing a. letter to the witness] ?-A. (After examination.) I 
did. 

:Mr. Manager STERLING. Will the Secretary I>lea e read the 
letter which we offer? 

'l'he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter will JJc read. 
The Se<;retary read as follows: 

(U.S. S. Exhibit 15.] 

Hon. R . w. ARCHBALD, Scranton, Pa. 
DECEMBE R 15, mu. 

MY DEAR JUDGE: Your letter o.f the 14th instant in regard to c'laim 
of Mr. Robertson, stating that you were tl'ying to get in touch with the 
E . & G; Brooks Co. people, etc., and requesting that I say nothing about 
the price given you by the Hillside Coal & Iron Co. for its interes t, i!'I 
received. · · 

I shall say nothing to anyone about our interest. 
Yours, >ery truly, 

Vice Presiclent and General Mmiaoc1-. 

Q. (By l\Ir. Mnnnger STERLING.) That is a copy of the let
ter which you sent to Judge Archbald, is it not?-A. Yes, sir. 

Q. It was not until April, until Mr. Bradley came with Mr. 
Williams to your office, as I understood you ?-A. It was in 
A.pril. 

Q . And after you had gone with l\Ir. Bradley to look at the 
dump did you have any meeting with him?-A .. Yes, sir. . 

Q. When was it that you told him or that he told you that he 
would take the dump ?-A. I think it was when we were on the 
dump. 

Q. Was there any arrangement J;Dade at that time about d_raw
ing up the contract?-A. I think there was; nt least the form 
was drawn. 

- . 
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Q. When?-A. It was drawn within a day or two after we Wiiliams?-A. Mr. C. P. Ho1den .called on me at my offke and 
:were down at the ban-k. obj-ected to the sale ef our interest. On the morning of the 

Q. To whom was that contract made?-A. To :Ur. Wiliiams. 12th I received two or three letters, one from him, -0ne from 
Q. It is the contract that wa offered in eyidence here yester- bis attorney, and I · think one from the administrator of the 

liay, is it not?-A. I presume so. James Everhart estate. · 
. Mr. WORTHINGTON. That is admitted. Q. Do you know how it came about that all these people sent 

Q. (By !r . .Manager STERLING.) Well, it is this -contract these letters in to you at that time, just at the time you were 
without date, or p1·oposed contract, marked ''Exhibit 5,'' in about to convey your interest?-A. I do not know wby. 
which it is stated that the Hillside Coal &1 Ircm Co. grants and · Q. Do you think it remarkable that all these persons w-0uld 
eonteys unto Edw rd J'. Williams .au its right, title, and interest get these letters in there objecting to the sale of that property 
to the Kacydid eulm bank. That [showing the paper to the after it had been lying dormant there for so long and they had 
;witness] iB the contract which you drew up at that time, is it never made any claim to it ?-A. Not necessarily. 
not?-A.. That is the form. Q. You do not think it strange at all ?-A. Not at all. 

Q. And what did you do with it?-.A.. I sent that form to Mr. Q. They <lid not object to your selling your interest in it, 
Bradley. .did they?-A. There was a question as to--

Q. With a letter?-A. With a letter. Q. ~ust answer my question. In your notation you say that 
: Q. Is the letter in here [indicating] ?-A. I d-0 not know. ' they objected to your selling their interest in it. Did they ob-

.Mr. Manager STERLING (to l\Ir. Manager WEBB). Did you ject to your selling their interest in it, -0r did they object to the 
-Offer that letter yesterday? 'Hillside Coal & Iron Co. selling its interest in it!-A. They 

Mr . .Manag>er WEBB. Yes. -Objected fo a sale of any kind, as I under tood it. 
: The SECBETABY. It is Exhibit 6. Q. Then your notation is not correct?-A. That may be. 
· Q. (By Mr. Mall.ager STERLING.) Is this letter, marked Q. Did you consider it of any importance that somebody else 
" Exhibit 6," signed by yourself, and dated April 11, the letter would notify you not to sell the interest of the Hillside Coal & 
which accompanied the contract which you sent to Mr. Brad- Iron Co. in this dump?-A. It wa~ of importance to us. 
ley ?-A. -That is the il..etter, but it is signed by my chief clerk. Q. You were not selling anything but your interest, were 

Q. Is not that your Si.gnature"?-A.. It is my signature; but he you ?-A. That was all. 
signed it. Q. This contraet which you had prepared to send to Bradley 

Q. Well, it was signed on your auth.ori.ty?-.A. .. Yes; it was. simply speci1i-ed that you were oonveying the right, title, and 
' Q. That was . a copy that you looked at, was it not?-A. I · interest of the Hillside Coal & Iron Oo. ?-A. That is right. 
think it was. Q. And yon were not mtending to warrant anything, were 

Q. Now look at this .[handing paper to the witness] .and s.ee you ?-A. But--
if this is not the originn.l~th-e upper !)a.rt of it"?-A. Yes; that is Q. Wait. You were not intending in that contrad to warrant 
correct; that is the original. anything, were you ?-A. We were not going to warrant .any-

Q. Look at the n-otation at the bottom in typewriting. Who 1 thing; but we had -0ther intere ts that I had to look after, and 
put that at the bottom of that letter?-A. The typewritten por- this was a T"ery small matter. 
-tion? Q. Just answer my .question. Is it not a fact that between 

Q. Yes, sir.-A. 1\Iy stenographer. the time you sent thi~ contract to Bradley and the time ~u 
· l\lr. Manager STERLING. That is Exhibit 16, is it not, I met bim at the Laurel Station and demanded it back it had 
will inquire of the Secretary? developed that this investigation was going on from the De

The PRESIDENT pro tempor.e. It is marked " Exhibit 16." partment of .Justice with reference to Judge Archbald's con-
1\Ir. Manager STERLING. We offer Exhibit 16, including the nection with this deal and the Erie R.ailroad Co. ?-A. If it did 

typewritten statement at the bottom under the ·signature. I 1 I did not know it. 
.ask to have the entire letter .and the notation reacl. Q. Had you not heard--. A.. I had not. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will r:ead a.s Q. Had you not heard just at that time, when it was begin-
requested. ning to be rumored about the streets of Scranton--A. I had 

The Secretary read as follows: not. 
ru. s. s. Exhibit 16.J Q. Wait-that an agent was there from the Department of 

:<Pennsylvania Coal Co., HlUside Coal & Iron Co., New York, Sosque- Justice investigating these deals which Judge Archbald was hav
banna & Western Coal Co .• Northwestern Mining & Exchange -Co., ing with the railroad companies, and was not that the reason 

., Blossburg Coal Co.) you demanded this contract back from Bradley ?-A- It was not. 
OFFICE OF THE GENERAL MANAGER, 

Scranton, Pa., April nJ 1912. Q. At what h-0ur of the day did you se.e Bradley ?-A. About 
Mr. RICHARD BRADLIJY, Pec'k'liiUe, Pa. ' 1 o'clock. 

DEAR -Sm: Herewith please find proposed form of agreement con· Q. On the i2th ?-A. On the 12th. 
vey·ing the interest of the HHlside Coal & Iron Co. in the .cu.Im piles on Q. And you had mailed th.is contract to !him on the 11th?~ 
the surface of lot 46, situate partly in Lackawanna and partly in A On ~~ llth. 

,Luzerne Counties, Pa. n... w.= 
Will you please confer with Mr. E. J'. Williams, to whom I have Qr What time of day h1.1.d you mailed it?-A. I think it was 

sent a copy of this letter, in regard to the form herewith and advise mailed in the afternoon. 
whether or not same meets with your approvaL If the agreement is 
satisfactory to you, it will submitted to the executive officers of the Q. Of the 11th ?_:A. Yes; of the 11th. 
Hillside Coal & iron Co. for their .consi-d.eration 11.nd ap:proval. Q. Now, when was it that these letters "\\hich you speak of 

Yours, very truiy, came into your hands fro-m th.ese people notli'>mng vou not to . w. A.. MAY, .1..J.l.li J 

Inc. Vice P1·esident a?Hl <Jenerai M-a:nager. sell?-..A.. On the morning of the 12th. 

APRIL 12, 1912. 
This letter and the attached form were returned to me at the Laurel 

Line station at 1.10 p. m., April 12., 1912i by Mr. Eradley, who stated 
that the form was satisfactory to him. at the same time told him 
that notice was served on me by C. P. Holden not to dispose of the 
interest of the EJ. & G. Brook Land Co., as be held an option, and also 
in the name of his wife, wh<> also has a 'SDlall interest, and a notice 
from James E. Heckel, administrator of the .rame.s Everhart estate, 
which is the owner of five twenty-fourths. Mr. Bradley wanted to 
know whether he should g-0 down there to·day. he being on the way 
there at the time I aw him. I tol-0 him I saw no obje.etions to him 
going down, but I would have to consult ·Our attorneys before going 
any further with the matter. Re did not say whether he had seen Mr. 
.Williams or not. 

W.A. M. 

Q. (By Mr. Man.ager STERLD.~G.) Th.at was the notation 
that you put at the bottom of the letter !lfter Bradley had 
Teturned it to you ?_:A. Yes, sir. · 

Q. And after he had returned it to you at your request?-A. 
.Yes, sir. 

Q. That occurred the next day, or two days, after you had 
sent that letter with the contract to !ifr. Bradley?-A. It oc
curred on the 12th of Apl'il, .and I sent it on the 11th. 

Q. The next 'day?-A. The next day. 
Q. Now, what had occurred in the meantime to cause you 

to · change your mind with reference to selling that dump to Mr. 

Q. They were all there on the morning of the 12th ?-A. Kot 
all of them. There were two or three; some came later. 

Q. Did you get information from .anybody, or did somebody 
tell you, that a tip had gone out from the office of the Hillside 
Coal & Iroi:i Co. that they wanted an excuse for withdrawing 
this conh·act, and for that reason had these letters sent in 
there?-.A.. No, sir. 

Q. At any _rate, y.ou refi.1sed to make the con"reyance to Mr. 
Williams at that time, did you ?-A.. I did at that time. 

Q. Now, going back, it was during the negotiations after :ron 
had received that letter in April from Judge Archl)ald, after 
you had talked with Mr. Richardson and had a conference with 
him-I mean the conference in which you and he determined 
not to sell the Katydid coal dump-that you and he changed 
your minds with reference to it, or he changed his milld and 
gave you different directions from what he had gh·en .you 
before ?-A. He told me---

Q. Wait now. That occurred, did it not, between tho e 
dates?-A. Please repeat that question. I did not get it. I 
want to answer it. 

Q. Between the time that you got the letter from .Judge 
Archbald in April and after the time that you and Richardson 
had conferred and decided not to sell the Katydid coal dump-. 

. 
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it was after that and before you sent word by Judge Archbald 
to Williams that you would sell him the mine-that you and he 
c:hanO'ed your minds with reference to selling the coal dump, 
was it not?-A. There was no change in my mind, but Mr. 
Hichardson told me to take the matter up again. 

Q . .And he told you that Judge Archbald had been to New 
York to see him at that time, did he not?-A. That is as I 
remember it. 

Q. Did he tell you when he was in New York?-.A. No; he 
did not, as I recall. 

Q. Do you know when be was in New York?-A. Judge Arch-
bald? _ 

Q. 1 es.-A. I do not. 
Q. What effect did the fact tha t Judge Archbald appeared to 

be interested in this proposition have upon the Hillside Coal & 
Iron Co. and the Erie Railroad Co. with reference to the change 
of policy? 

l\fr. WO.RTHINGTON. Mr. President, I object to that ques
tion except as it may refer to what is in the witness's own 
mind to what he knows of his own knowledge with reference to 
the others. 

~fr. Manager STERLING. I am merely asking for his knowl
ed O'e about it-if he has knowledge. 

1'!r. WORTHINGTON. If I understand it is confined to his 
knowledge, of course I do not object; but we do not want any 
hearsa y. . 

The WIT ESS. Will you repeat that question? 
Q. (By Mr. l\Ianager STERLIKG.) What effect did the fact 

that Judge Archbald appeared at that time to have an interest in 
this dpmp ha\e upon the officials of the Hillside Coal & Iron Co. 
and the Erie Railroad Co. with reference to changing their 
policy in reO'ard to selling this coal dump?-A. I do not know. 
I only know that Mr. Richardson, in the ordinary course of busi
ness, told me to take the matter up again and see what could 
l>e done with it. 
. Q. Now, that is not all be told you, is it?-A. That is all I 
remember. 

Q. Ile told you that Judge Archbald had been to see him, did 
he not ?-A. Yes; that is correct. 

Q. And you talked about the fact that Robert W. Archbald 
was a judge of the Federal court, did you not, at that time?
A.. No, sir; we did not. 

Q. And do you not know as a fact that because Judge .Archbald 
s!lw him about it and because he was a judge of the Federal 
court was the rea on that you changed your mind with refer
ence to the sale of the Katydid dump?-A. Not at all. 

Q. Did you not swear to that before the committee?-.A. I 
di<l not. 

Q. Well, you would not ha\e sold it to Williams, would you?
A. No; we would not. 

Q. You would not ha Ye sold it to anybody else, would you?-
A. Yes; we would. . 

Q. What is the answer?-A. We ·would have if there had been 
no entanglements or complications in connection with it. 

Q. Why would you not sell it to Williams until after Judge 
Archbald came into the deal ?-A. Because I did not consider 
him responsible. 

Q. You knew that he was not paying a dollar for it; that he 
was just getting an option and depending on the sale of it to 
pay you anyhow, even with Judge Archbald in it, did you not?
A.. I do not remember that I knew what he was going to ·do 
with it. 

Q. Did you know when you made this contract with Bradley 
that Mr. Bradley was to giTe you a check for $.4,500?-A. Yes; 
that was subsequent. 

1 
- Q . You knew, then, that Bradley was paying to you the price 
which they ha(l agreed to pay you ?-A. Yes; that was in April, 
but the letter was given to 1\fr. Williams in August of the previ
ous year. Of course at the time--

Q. You were not expecting Judge Archbald or Williams to 
, pay anything until they sold it, anyhow, were you ?-A. I do not 

remember that I thought anything about it. . 
Q. Did you ever ask him for pay after you told him he could 

have it?-A. No, sir; I did not. 
Q . It was in August-the 30th day of August-that you wrote 

that letter to Williams--A. It was. 
Q. Stating the terms on which he could haTe it?-.A.. It was. 
Q. They did not pay you then, and they never offered to pay 

• you; and not until April, until Bradley came there and agreed 
to take the mine from Williams and Archbald, was anything said 
about the Hillside Iron & Coal Co. getting its forty-five hundred 
dollars?-A. Bradley was the first man that offered to pay us, 
or, rather, he was the first ·man we expected to get any pay 
from. 

• 

4 Q. Why would yon not have been just as secure in your pay 
if you had sold it to Williams on those terms as you were in 
selling it to Williams and Archbald? 

The WITNESS. Please repeat that. 
Q. Why were you not just as secure in getting your pay, i1i 

you had sold it to Williams on those same terms, as you were 
by selling it to Archbald and Williams- together?-A. No, sir. 

Q. Why not?-A. Because we did not know where the money 
was to come from. 

Q. You knew it was not to come from anywhere until they 
sold it. You were giving them an option and if they did not 
sell it they would not take it from you.-A. If they had offered 
the price themselves, we would have accepted that of course. 

Q. But you did not expect them to do that?-A. I do not 
remember anything--

Q. Although Archbald was in it, you did not expect them to 
do that?-A .. I do not know. 

Q. You expected to wait for your money until they had sold it 
and that is what you did do, although Archbald was in it; is 
not that true ?-A. That is what we did in Bradley's ca e. 

Q. Now, let me ask you. You testified last summer before 
the Committee on the Judiciary in this investigation ?-.A. I did. 

Q. I will ask you if this question was asked you by Chair
man CLAYTON: 

The CH.AIRMAN. What I want to know, Mr. May, to be pel'fectly 
frank with you, is, was it on account of Judge Archbald's influence wit h 
you that you afterwardS wrote Williams this letter of August 30, in 
which you signified a desire to sell the property? · 

And did you not make this answer : 
1\Ir. MAY. It was the receipt of Judge Arcbbald's letter, in the fir st 

place, that caused me to make the examination. Even after Augu t 
3l~or August 30-and up to .April of this year I have refu ed to 
sell the bank, or our interest in the bank. · 

And then this question : 
~'he CHAIRMA '· Then you paid no attent ion to Williams in bi s 

nogotiations, except whenever he presented a request from Judge Arch
bald, about the sale of this property. Is that the fact? 

.And your answer : 
Mr. MAY. I think that is so. 
.A. That is correct. I answered that way. 
Q. You would answer the question the same way now ?- .A. 

I do. 
Q. Anll then this question by Chairman CLAYTON : 
It was through Judge Archbald's in.fluence that Williams was getting 

or seeking to get from you the sale of this property? 
Mr. MAY. Yes. -
.A. That is right. But if you ·will allow me, I should like to 

add to that--
Mr. Manager STERLING. Wait until I ask you these ques· 

tions: · 
Q. (By Mr. Manager STERLING.) And were you asked this 

question: . 
The CHAIRMA~. And without Judge Archbald's influence Mr. Williams 

could not even have had an investigation of the value and the title of 
that property made? 

Mr. MAY. N~. • 
The CHAIRMAN. He could not have done that? 
Mr. MAY. No. 
That is correct?-.!.. That is correct. 
Q. And this question: 
The CHAIRlLL¥. It was through Judge Archbald's Influence that Wll

Uams was enabled to have you make this investigation as to the value 
of the property, the physic&! contents of the culm bank, and the legal 
title? Is that true? 

Mr. MAY. That is right. 
,A.. That is correct. 
-Q. And this question : 
The CHAIRMAN. And it was through Judge Archbald that you finally 

signified your wlllin~ess to sell this culm bank? 
Mr. MAY. My willmgness to recommend its sale. 
Is that correct?-.A.. That is correct. 
Q . .And this question : 
The CHAIRMAN. You would have had nothing to do with Williams 

without the inlluence or suggestion of Judge Archbald? 
Mr. MAY. No; I would not. 
A .. That is correct. Now may I say what I wanted to say a 

moment ago? 
Mr. Manager STERLING. Just a minute. 
The WITNESS. It is with reference to what you have asked. 
Mr . .Manager STERLING. You may make a statement, if 

you desire to. 
The WITNESS. It was only the judgeship added to his influ

ence as a man and in no other way that these answers were 
made. · . . 

Q. (By 1\fr. Manager STERLING.) .As I understand you, then, 
it was the fact of the judgeship and Robert W. Archbald as a 
man that had iti;; influence upon ilie Erie Railroad Co. and th~ 
Hillside Coal & Iron Co. that induced· you to sell tpe Katydid 
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coal dump to Air. Williams and · ]\fr. Archbald ?-.A. It certainly 
a<lded--

Q. Wait; is that true now?-A. I want to explain. 
Q. Can you not answer it yes or no?-A. No; I can not. 
Mr. Manager -8TERLING. Go ahead and explain. 
A. It simply added to his position ; I mean as a man. The 

thought was not with the expectation--· 
Q. (By Mr. Manager STERLING.) Not what the thought was 

with reference to it. What I want to know is, what effect the 
fact that Mr. Archbald was a judge bad upon this transaction? 

l\fr. WORTHINGTON. Mr. President, I submit when a wit
ness 1s asked what was operating in his mind he bas a right and 
should be allowed to answer. The witness was asked what he 
was thinking, and he was proceeding to state what be was 
thinking when counsel stopped him. I do not think that is 
right. The witness should be allowed to finish bis answer. 

Mr. l\fanager STERLING. I withdraw the objection and will 
let him answer. 

The PRESIDENT pro t empore. The witness will answer the 
question and make the explanation he desires. 

The WITNESS. Only as it added to his influence, only as it 
added to his standing as a man, did it affect me. I had no 
thought of influencing him as a judge. 

Q. (By l\1r. Manager STE·RLING.) It added what to his 
s tanding as a man-the fact that he was a judge?-A. Yes, sir. 

Q. I will ask if this ·questi~n was asked (p. 743) : 
Mr. R UCKER. I am not asking you about your practice, but I am 

n king you a direct question : Did the fact of Judge Archbald's making 
the application, he being a Federal judge, prompt you in whole or in 
part to make this deal? · -

Mr. l\IAY. It might have influenced me. 

· That is correct?-A. I want to add that--
Q. Wait. Did you answer that question in that way?-A. I 

did. 
Q. ·Did be ask thi question, page 742 = 

Mr. R UCKER. But when Judge .Archbald wrote you and asked if you 
would sell it, and if so, to fix a price, you immediately set about to 
do that work,_ did yo1? not? 

Mr. MAY. "l:es; I did. 

That is correct?___:_A. That is correct. 
Q . .And Mr. RUCKER proceeded: 
Let me ask you this direct question: Ile was on the Federal bench 

at that time? 
Mr. l\!AY. Yes; he was. 

That is correct?-A. That is correct. 
Q. You knew at the time that the Erie Railroad Co. had a 

litigation pending in the Commerce Court, of which Judge Arch
bald was a mei;nber, did you not ?-A. I did not. _ 

Q. l\Ir. Richardson knew it, of course, did be not?-A. I _do 
not know. 

Q. He is connected with the general solicitor's office there in 
New York?-A. No, sir. 

Q. How?-A. No, sh;; he is not connected with the general 
solicitor's office. 

Q. He is in the same office with the general solicitor ?-A. He 
has an office on the same floor. - . 

Q. Right next to l\fr. Brownell, the general solicitor?-A. No, 
sir. It is on the same floor; it is not right next door. 

Q. It is all one suite of rooms, occupied there by the Erie 
Railroad Co. ?-A. All of the rooms are occupied by the Erie 
Mmpany, but l\Ir. Brownell's is some distance away. 

Q. Mr. Richardson told you that .Mr. Bro\vneir bad brought 
Judge Archbald into his office, did he not?~A. No; I do not 
recall that. 

Q. Did you not know at the time that l\Ir. Brownell had i~
troduced Judge Archbald to l\Ir. Richardson ?-A. No; I do not 
think I did. . 

Q. Mr. Brownell, of course, knew what litigation it had pend
ing in the Commerce Court, did he not?-A. Why, presumably. 

Q. I will ask you another question, referring to the record at 
page 742: : -

Mr. RUCKER. Then, I will ask you if the fact that Judge .Archbald 
was the judge before whom litigation might be taken had anything to 
do with your determination to sell that property to Mr. Williams at 
his, Judge Archbald's, request? 

Mr. MAY. Well, it might have. 

You answered in that way, did you not ?-A. Well, it might 
have, but ·I do not think it did. 

Q. Mr. ·May, how many personal conversations have you had 
with Judge Al'chbald" or did yQu have w~th him, about this 
transaction prior ·to the time you withdrew this contract from 
Bradley?-A. I do not remember. 

Q. About how many ?-A. I could not tell you. 
Q. Have .you any estimate at all now of how many times you 

talked with him personally or oYer the phone about this ?-A. 
No; I have not. 

-Q. It was quite a number of times, was it not?-A. No, sir; 
I can not say; I do not know. 

Q. Was it many or few?-~it. Well, I do not know. 
Q. You talked with him more times about it than you dicl 

with E. J. Williams, did you not ?-A. No; I do not believe I 
did. 

Q. As many times ?-A. I do not know. I want to answer 
your questions, but I can not do it. 

Q. How many times did Judge Archbald call you up on t)le 
phone about 'it?-A. I do not know. 

Q. Williams brought this first letter to you personally, did 
he not-that was in March ?-A. Yes. 

Q. The 31st day of March ?-A. Yes; be did. / 
Q. Then be came back in June and talked to you about it, 

did be not ?-A. I do not remember. · 
Q. You testified to that before, did you not?-A. I do not 

remember it if I did. I would like to have the record read. 
Q. In any event, Williams told you, did he not, in some con

versation, that Judge Archbald was going to New York to see 
Brownell ?-A. Yes, sir. 

Q. When did you first learn that he had been to New York?
A. In June. 

Q. In June ?-A. No; I beg your pardon, not in June-in 
August. 

Q. Judge Archbald was there the 4th of August. You s:1y 
you did not know it until the 25th of .August ?-A. I did not 
know it until the 25th of August. 

Q . .And that is when Richards0n told you that Judge Arch
bald had been down there and told you in the same conyersa
tion to take up the negotiations again ?-A. That is right. 

Q. Is that the first time you had seen Richardson after tlle 
4th of August?-A. That was the first time. 

Q. He told you that be had told Judge AJ.·cbbald he "rnuld 
have you do this, did he not?-A. I do not remember "-hat he 
said. 

Q . .And -did he not also say to you at that time that )Jr. 
Brownell, the general solicitor, had brought Judge Archbald 
into his offi.ce?-A. I do not remember that he did. 

Q. I will ask you if the chairman did not ask you this ques· 
tion, reading at page 722 of the record: 

The CHA.IRMAi."· Did you refuse to talk business about the sale o! 
the Katy.did culm bank with Williams? 

:Mr. MAY. Yes; I did. 
A. If it is tbe1·e, I said that; yes, sir.· 
Q. (Reading : ) -
The CHAIRMAN. When was it you refused to talk o>er th is matter of 

the sale of the Katydid culm bank with Williams? 
Mr. MAY. I think it was the latter part of June. 

That is correct, is it not?-A. If it is there it is correct. 
. Q. I read further : ' 

The CHAIRMAN. Where was it, and when wa.s it Williams saw you 
at the time you have just mentioned? · · 

Mr. :MAY. I think it was in -my office; but I do not remember. 
The CHAIRMAN. In the latter part of June, - to the be$t of rour recol-

lection? 
Mr. MAY. Yes, sir. 

A. That is right. 
Q. That was after y~u and Mr. Richardson had first con

ferred and decided not to sell the coal dump ?-A. That is 
correct. 

Q. And it was after Archbald's trip to New York, and after 
you bad been to New York that you notified Archbald to send 
Williams around and you would let him have it?-A. That is 
correct. 

Mr. Manager STERLING. Mr. President, I think we are 
through with this witness now, but I would like to reserve the 
right, if it is the intention to adjourn now, to ask him further 
questions in the morning, if l see fit. 

The PRESIDENT pro _tempore. That will be the under
standing. 

Mr. Manager CLAYTON. Mr. President, before adjourning 
I will state that the witness for whom the order was taken 
to-day for the attachment bas come, and be is ' now in the cor
i·idor · of the Senate Chamber, I believe. I should like him 
to be brought in and to have him admonished to be present at 
·the session of the court to-morrow and until discharged. I 
refer to Mr. James H. Rittenhouse. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The witness will be brought 
into the presence of the court. 

Mr. Jaines H. Rittenhouse appeared in the Chamber. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore . . l\Jr. Witness, you are brought 

before the · court to be admonished that you must scrupulously 
obey the orders you have received in the summons to appear 
here and not to abseJlt yourself without leave of the Senate. 
You may now retire. 

Thereupon Mr. Rittenhouse retired from the Chamber. 
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The PRESIDE~"T pro tempore. Does the manager on the 
part of the House desire that the order for attachment be 
yacated? 

Mr. Manager CLAYTON. I ask that that be the course 
pursued. · 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order for the attachment 
~-m, under the dreumstances, be vacated, unless there be 
.objection. The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. CL.ARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, I offer the order I 
send to the desk. 

The Secretary read as follows : 
Or dered, That the daily sessions of the Senate, sitting in the trial 

of impeachment of Robert W. Archbald, shall until otherwise ordered 
commence at 1 o'clock am:l 80 minutes in the afternoon and rontinue 
until 6 o'clock · in the afternoon of each day,. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempo1·e. Is there object ion on the 
part of any Senator to the adoption of the order? If not, the 
Chair will consider it as having been unanimously adopted. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I move that tbe Sen.ate sitting as 
a Oourt of Impeachment adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. - - =-

The managers on the part of the House of Representatives, 
the respondent, and the counsel for the respondent retired from 
the Chamber. 

DEATH OF REPRESENTAT.ITE CABL CABEY ANDEBSON. 

The Secretary i;ead the resolutions, as· follows: 
I~ THE HOUSE OF R EPRE SE-'i"TATIVES, 

. .December 2, 1!J12. .. 
. , House resolution 716. 

Resol i;ed, That the House of Representatives has heard with profounCI 
sorrow of the death of the Hon. R1cHA..RD E. CO::-<NELL, late :i Repre
sentative from the State of New York. 

Resolved, That the Cl~rk be directed to communic. te these resolu
ti-Ons ro the Senate and transmit a copy thereof to the family of the 
deceased. 

Mr. ROOT. Mr. 'President, I offer the following resolutions 
which I send to the desk, and ask for their present considera
tion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Seuutor from Kew York 
offers resolutions, which will be read. 

The Tesolutions wern read, considered by unanimous consent, 
and unanimously ag1·eed to, as follows: 

Senate resolution 402. 
ResoZvea, That the Senate has heard with deep sensibility the an

nouncement of the death of Hon. RrcH.A.Ro El. CmornLL, late a Repre
sentative from the State of New York. 

Resolved, That as -a further mark of respect to the memory of those 
Repr.esentatives whose deaths have been announced the Senate do now 
adjourn. 

Thereupon ·cat 6 o'clock and 5 minutes p. m.) the Senate 
.adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, December 6, 1912, at 12 
o'clock m. 

r>: 

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, I ask that the resolutions 
of the House on the death of my late colleague in tllat body be ' 
laid before the Senate. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THUBSDAY, Vecember_ 5, 19n. 

. i'.·;r~ i 
l _ I 

.j.;--, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate resolutions of the House of Representati"res., which will 
be read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 
IN THE HOUSE -OF REPRESE ' TATIVES, 

Decenibe-r 2, 191.2, 
House resolution 713. 

Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow o_f the . 
death of the Hon. CARL CAREY A.NDE!lSON, a Representative from the 
State of Ohio. · 

R esolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate · 
ll.nd transmit a copy thereof to the tamily ot the deceased. 

Ur. POMERENE. Mr. President, I offer the following reso- · 
Iution and ask for its adoption. 
. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be reaa. 
,' The resolution was read, considered by unanimous consent, 
and unanimously agreed to, as follows: 

Senate resolution 403. 
Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep sensibility the a.Jl'o 

nouncement of the death of the Hon. CA.llL CAREY ANDERSON, late a 
Representative from the State of Ohio. 

DEATH OD' REPRESENTATIVE GEORGE HERBEBT UTTER. 

Ml\ WETMORE. I ask the Ohair to lay before the Senate 
tlie resolutions -0f the Qth.e1.· House on the death of Representa
tive UTTER, of Rhode Island. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'J'he Chair lays before the 
Senate resolutions of the House of Representatives, which will 
be read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as f.ollows: 
l.N XHE HOUSE OF REPRESE~TATilES, 

Honse resolution 714. 
December 2, 1912. 

·· 'Resolve~ That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the 
aeath of l:lOn. GEORGE HERBERT UTTER~ late a Member of the House 
from the State of Rhode Island. 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to transmit a copy 
of these resolutions to the Senate and send a oopy thereof to the family 
of the deceased. 

Mr. WETMORE. Mr. President, I offer the following resolu
tions, and ask for their adoption. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode 
Island offers resolutions, which will . be read. 

The resolutions were read, considered by unanimous consent, 
and unanimously agreed to, as follows : 

Senate resolution 401. 
' Resolved, That the Senate has heard with prQfonnd sorrow the nn· 
bouncement of the death o.f Hon. GEOBGE H, UTTER, late a Representa· 
tive from the State <>f Rhode Island. 

Resolved, '.rhat the Secretary communicate a copy of these resolu· 
'tions to the House of Representatives and to the family of the de
ceased. 

DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE RICHARD E. CONNELL. 

i Mr. ROOT. Mr. President, I ask that the resolutions of the 
House of Representatives on the death of the late Representa.
ttrn CoNNELL may be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate resolutions of the House of Rern'.'ese.ntatives, which will 
be read. · 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol

lowing prayer: 
0 Lord, our God, we come to Tliee with glad hearts when we 

remember that amid the busy whirl and turmoil ot life's ac
tivities we ofttimes forget Thee, yet Thou art eve1· mindful of 
us, and though by devious ways we ofttimes wander from the 
paths of rectitude and duty: Thou art constant in Thy minis
trations to us. 

Pardon, we beseech Thee, our shortcomings, our weakness, 
our sins, and hold us close to Thee and life's duties henceforth. 
And Thine be the praise forever. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

LEA"VE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. BROWN, by· unanimous consent, was granted leave of 
absence for three days, on account ot illness. 

PHYSICAL VALUATION OF RAILROADS. 

The SPEAKER. When the House adjourned last Tu~ay 
the previous question had been ordered on the bill H. R. 22593, 
known as the Adamson bill, providing for the physical valua
tion of railroads, and there was pending a motion to recommit 
with instructions, offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
MANN), and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Snrs] raised 
a point of order that the motion. to recommit was not in order 
because it was not germane to the subject matter of the bill. 

Unless some gentleman desires to be h€ard on it, the Chair 
is ready to rule. . 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker--
The SPEAKER The gentleman from Pennsylvania !Mr. 

OLMSTED] is recognized. 
Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, so far as I am concerned, I 

concede at once the high authority of the precedent cited by 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD] in support of 
the proposition that it is not sufficient tor the amendment to be· 
germane to the original bill to which this bill is offered as an 
amendment, but it must be germane to this pending bill. The 
question is whether this amendment is germane to this bill. 

1. call attention to page 386, section 780, of the l\Ianual, which 
treats of the whole subject in this way: 

A general subject may be am.ended by specific propositions of the same 
class. Thus, the following have been h~ld to be germane: To a bill 
admittin!t several Territories Into the Union, an amendment adding 
~mother Territory ; to a bill providing tor the ronstruction of buildings 
in each of two cities, an amendment providing for slmllar buildings in 
several other cities : to a resolution embodying two distinct phases of 
international relationship, an amendment embodying a third. 

In section 5838, volume 5, of Hinds' Precedents of the House 
of Representatives appears a ·ruling that-

To a bill admitting several Territories into the Union, an amendment 
adding another •.rerritory ls germane. 

And, then, in the next section-5839-lt says: 
To a resolution embodying two distinct phases of international rela

tionship an amendment embodying a third was beld to be ge1·mane. 
There was pending in that ca ea resolution setting forth that 

it was an imperative duty, in the interest of humanity, to ex· 
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press the earnest hope that the European concert would do 
certain things in relation to the fanaticism and lawless violence 
prevalent in Turkey. The resolution then pending combined 
three resolutions in one. The first one was as I have stated. 
The second was-

'I'hat the President be requested to communieate these resolutions to 
the Governments of Great Britain, Germany, Austria, France, Italy, 
und Russia. 

And, further : 
That the Senate of the United States, the House of Representatives 

conclll'ring, will support the President in the most vigorous action be 
may take for the protection and security of American citizens in Turkey. 

Then Mr. Hepburn, of Iowa, offered an amendment, as follows : 
That, for the pm·pose of emphasizing our protest against the murders 

and outrages above recited, the President is directed to furnish the 
Turkish minister his dismissal as a representative of the Sultan at this 
Capital, and to at once terminate all diplomatic relations with the 
Government of Turkey. 

That was an entirely new, a different, and distinct subject. 
A point of order was made against it by· .Mr. McCreary, of 

Kentucky, which was overruled by Speaker Reed, presumably 
upon the same ground as these other cases to which I have 
referred were ruled, that such resolution embracing more than 
one subject it was germane to add still another subject. 

Then, in section 5840 it was held that to a bill providing for 
the construction of a building in each of two cities an amend
ment providing for similar cbuildings in other cities would be 
germane. That was decide<l longer ago by- Speaker Banks, of 
Massachusetts. 

Now, the question, it seems to me, is whether tWs pending 
bill contains more than one subject, more than one substantive 
proposition. If it does, then a third or new substantive propo
sition would be germane and in order under the rulings which 
I ham cited. Does this bill contain more than one substantive 
proposition? 

The SPfil.KER. Is that tile rule on that-as to the sub
stuntirn propositions? What is the subject of this Adamson 
bill? 

.Mr. OL~ISTED. This bill has at least two subjects. The first 
provides for the physical yaluation of the property of common 
carriers. That is one separate and distinct subject. The In
terstate Commerce Commission is to take testimony and de
termine the value of the property of common carriers. The 
common carriers may appeal or protest. Then a hearing is 
awarded upon the protest, and after the hearing the commission 
is to fix finally the physical value of the property of the com
mon carrier. 

That is one proposition. Then the bill contains another. It 
empowers the commission to investigate as to the amounts and 
dates of all bonds and stocks outstanding. That is a separate 
and distinct proposition contained in this bill. The physical 
valuation of railroads has nothing to do with stocks and bonds, 
and stocks and bonds have nothing to do with the physical 
valuation of the railroads. The commission is to find abs6-
lutely and determine the value of the physical property; and 
in addition to that-an entirely separate and distinct proposi
tion-it is to investigate concerning stocks and bonds. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield 
for a question? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Certainly. 
i\lr. FITZGERALD. The A.damson bill proposes to add a 

section to the existing law, and in this section is ei;nbraced a 
scheme which is considered essential in ortler to enable the 
Interstate Commerce Commission properly to determine whether 
the rates are reasonable. They are parts of one scheme, and 
not two independent substantive propositions. 

And has not the gentleman, in quoting llis authorities, en
tirely ignored all the decisions, including one by himself, which 
have established the rule that when a bill proposes to amend 
an existing law in certain particulars, amendments that might 
be germane to other provisions of the law but are not intimately 
related to the thing before the House are not germane to that 
proposition? 

Mr. OLMSTED. No, Mr. Speaker; I have not ignored that 
proposition. I referred to it particularly at the outset. Per
haps the gentleman from New York was not listening. 

l\Ir. FI'l~GERALD. I was listening carefully. 
Mr. OLMSTED. I admitted that authority in support of the 

proposition that the proposed amendment must be germane to this 
bill. I concede that proposition. In fact, as the gentleman from 
New -York has stated, I made such a ruling myself when occupy
ing the chair upon a former occasion. The question is, Does this 
bill itself contain· more than one proposition? Now, does it? First, 
there is the physical valuation of the property of common carriers 
to be determined by the Interstate Commerce Commission. That 
is one thing complete in itself. Then there is a second proposi-

tion, that the Interstate Commerce Commission shall determine 
as to the amount of bonds outstanding and the rn1mes of the 
stockholders and bol\dholders, and so forth. The names of the 
stockholders have nothing to do with the- physical valuation 
of the property of the railroad or with the fixing of rates of 
that railroad, nor ha Ye the names of the bondholders. The 
commission is instructed to-
find and report the facts as to the connection of any bank or banker, 
capitalist or association of capitalists, or financial institutions or hold
ing company with the ownership, manipulation, management, or con
trol of _any stocks and bonds of any such company. 

That has nothing to do with the fixing of rates. 
This amendment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ~!ANN] 

proposes to go further, and after the commission has ascertained 
these facts about stocks and bonds, provide against the fictitious 
issue of stocks and bonds in the future-a most important 
proposition, and, if the gentleman from New York [Mr. FrTz
OERArn] please, fully as important as touching upon the question 
of rates as anything involved in this bill or any other bill, be· 
cause if we stop the fictitious issuance of stocks and bonds and · 
the watering of stocks and bonus we stop the inflation of the 
capital upon which interest and dividends are paid, and rates 
must be fixed proportionately. So that even upon that argument 
this proposition to stop fictitious issuance of stocks and bonds 
-may be held germane. 

But what I suggest to the Ohair is that this bill already con
taining two oi.' more propositions, an amendment introducing 
a still further proposition is in order under the rule. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will ask the gentleman a ques
tion. Has this A.damson bill any provision in it whatever al.Jout 
the issuance of bonds and stocks? 

1\Ir. OLMSTED. Not about the issuance of bonds. 
The SPEAKER. The l\!ann amendment has entirely to do 

with the issuance of bonds and stocks, has it not? 
1\Ir. OLl\ISTED. Substantially so; yes. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman contend tba t if a })ill 

contains two different substantire propositions, that authorizes a 
general omnium gatherum of everything that everybody wants 
put in it on ·the subject? ' 

Mr. OLMSTED. That is the effect of the rulings which I 
have cited, particularly the ruling of Mr. Speaker Reeu, permit
ting as germane an am'endment canceling the commission of the 
Turkish ambassador. 

The SPEAKER. What was the main proposition in that reso~ 
lution? 

l\fr. OLMSTED. It was expressing the sentiments of the 
Senate and House, deploring the outrages which were being per
petrated in Turkey, and another resolution requiring these sen
timents to be expressed to the Governments of Great Britain, 
France, and other countries ; and then an amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Iowa, Mr. Hepburn, requesting the Presi
dent to cancel the commission of the Turkish representative at 
this Capital was declared to be in order. 
· The SPEAKER. But those things were on the same subject. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I think not. There was nothing in the orig
inal resolution about the Turkish ambassador, or severing rela
tions with the Turkish Government. 

The SPEAKER. The original resolution expressed our horror 
of the way that the Turks were h·eating people. 

Mr. OLl\ISTED. That is correct. 
The SPEAKER. And the Ilepburn amendment simply em

phasized our opinion of it by adding something that made it 
effective. 

Mr. OLMSTED. This proposal emphasizes the ascertain
ment of stocks and bonds and the physical valuation, and gives 
some effect to this bill by providing against the future issuance 
of stocks and bonds except under certain conditions. The in
v:estigation as to stocks and bonds is already provided for in 
the bill. The amendment goes a step further in the same direc
tion and makes the bill effective just as the Hepburn amend
ment made the Turkish resolution effective by the introduction 
of a new proposition. 

Mr. GA.RHETT. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will permit, 
does not the gentleman from Penru;ylvania thiuk that even 
gra.nting the force of the precedents which he has citell . a 
different philosophy applies to legislation than to the pas age 
of resolutions that have no legal effect? 

Mr. OLMSTED. I do not think there is any clifl'erence in 
principle, but I have cited several instances which applied di
rectly to legislation. For instance, if we had here a bill grant
in,g a pension to John Smith, simply that and nothing more, 
an amendment granting a pension to John Jones would be held 
not to be germane, but if the original bill granted a pension to 
John Smith and another pension to John Jones, it wonld be 
held under the rulings that an amendment to pension also J ohn 
Williams would be in order. 

• - ~ J 



1172 CO GRESSIO ~ 1-L RECORD~HOUSE. DECEMBER 5, 

l\Ir. SIMS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
l\Ir. OLMSTED. Yes. 
Mr. SIMS. Suppose that "'e '\Yerc back previous to 1 GO in 

this country, and were considering u bill providing for the 
enumeration of slaxes, or telling how they should be cnumer
ate{l, as an amendment to an act already in existence. Does 

- ~he gentleman hold that au amendment abolishing slt1yery would 
be in order upon such a bill as that? 

Mr. OLlISTED. No; because that bill would contain simply 
one proposition, the enumeration of slaves, and the abolition of 
slaYery '\YOnld n-0t l>e germane to a single proposition to take a 
census of slaYos. 

Mr. SIMS. And this bill ha.s only one object and purpose, 
and that is the valuation of railroads. Then admitting that 
tho information authorized to be acquired by ascertaining the 
amount of out tanding bonds and stock.s is germane to ascer
taining the Yalue of the property of the railroads, how, then, 
can a bill p1;oposing to regulate the issuance of stocks and 
bonds directed against railroads themselves, be germane to a 
mere inqujry as to the a.mount of outstanding bonds? 

Mr. OLlISTED. I hani tried to explain that" this bill con
tains more than one proposition. It ls to a certain extent a 
geneml bill. It provides for the physical valuation of rail
roads. That is one thing that is definite and complete. After 
that has !Jcen provilled, it provides for the ascertainment ot 
the name of stockholder and bondholders and the amount of 
stocks and bonds and all that sort of thing, and the relation of 
banks to the companies. I submit that under the precedents 
it is germane to add a provision that, as the result of that in
vestigation, bonds and stocks shall be issued hereafter only on 
certain conditions and subject to certain limitations,· and with 
the consent of the Interstate Commerce Commission. 

l\Ir. SIMS. Does not the amendment offered in tbis case 
haye to do with the issuance in future, and not with the fact 
of how many ha Ye already been issued? 

l\Ir. OLMSTED. It does. 
l\Ir. SllIS. How can it be any more germane to the second 

subject of the bill than to the fu·st? 
Mr. OLMSTED. I ha.ye tried to explain that when the bill 

it elf contains more than one proposition, under the uniform 
rulings of different Speakers it is germane to adcl a uew 
proposition. 

Mr. SI.US. To add one that is not germane to any proposi
tion in the l>ill? 

l\Ir. OL1ISTED. It neec1 not be germane to any proposition 
in the bill. But I ubmit that this is germane to a proposition 
in the bill and i on the same subject. If you say all this is 
to hu-ve relation to fixing the rates, nothing is lDOre important 
in fixing the rates than that there shall be no fictitious issu
ance of stocks and bonds. I submit these observations for the 
consideration of the Chair. 

Mr. GilEEN of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Illi
nois, in his remarks upon this point of order day before yester
day, contended, fir t, that this amendment which he had pro
posed wa in ordei: becau e it was germane to the act which 
was prnposed to be amended, and, second, because it was ger
mane to the bill which we now have before us. 

I shall not discu ·s the first proposition he ad\ancetL but will 
speak -very l.>riefly indeed in support of the second contention 
which he rnacle. As has already been stated by the gentleman 
from Pennsylnmia. [Mr. OLMSTED], this bill contains two differ
ent propositions. The first relates to the physical valuation of 
railroads and the second relates to the issuance of stocks and 
bonds. It pmvidcs in the most sweeping and specific terms for 
tlie inyestigation into the amount of stocks and bonds that have 
been issued, the purpose to which the moneys received therefor 
have been applied, the persons who have been connected with 
the issuance of stocks and bonds, any manipulation thereof, 
and the whole history of the transaction; and then it goes fur
ther and provides that the railroad corDorations themselves 
mu t furnish for this purpose, among others, full acce s to their 
books, records, papers, documents of all kinds, and further 
provides that the commission may make rules and regulations 
for the enforcement of the provisions in this bill. 

Now, what is the object of this provision with reference to 
the amount of stocks and bonds i ued here and the manner in 
which they ha\e been issued? .Abstractly considered, neither 
this House nor any person in the United States cares how much 
stocks and bonds have been issued in the past. The money has 
been spent, it has gone, and the liens created must stand and 
be recognized as valid obligations. 

The argument here was when the bill was under discussion 
that publicity thereby obtained would be a restraining factor 
in the issuance of stocks and bonds in the future, and in a 
measure control it. 

I wish. to go .further in my nrgument and show that the bill 
undertake to exercise control oyer the is uance of stocks and 
bond ; to :ro fnrther nnd show that the umendment offered 
by the gentleman from Illinoi goes further and i relevant t 
the subject "'hich it seeks to amend, and therefore, in ilictionary 
terms at least, is germane thereto. 

.As I said, I wi h to show that this biU, in fact, provides for 
the control oYer the issuance of . tocks mid bond . H reufter, 
if this bill pas es, no stocks and bonds can be · i sued without 
the commi ion has the right to call for and report upon them, 
without the commi ion has the right to inYe tigate into the 
issuance of them and the manner in "'hich the proceeds baye 
been spent. Up to this time, aml as a matter of circumstance 
now, the commi ion bas nothin"' whatever to do with the i u
ance of stocks and bond , exeept that it may lJcar in some remote 
degree on ~ome other question sou"'ht to be inYestigated. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will ask the gentleman fl'om Iowa 
to point out in the bi11 anything that has to do with the future 
issuance of stocks and bonds. 

l\lr. GREEP of Iowa. If tlle Chair wlll pardon me, I did 
not suppose it would be contended that the matters providcu 
for _in this bill with reference to the present stocks and bonds 
would not apply to stocks and bonds issued in the future. 

The SPEAKER. Is there anything in the Adam on bill about 
the issuance of stocks and bonds? If there is, I wish the gentle· 
man would point it out. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. In case any stocks and bonds are is
sued in the future, I hardly thlnk it would be contended that 
thereupon the Interstate Commerce Commission will not haYc 
the right, if the bill pas es, to inYestigate the issuance of stocks 
and bonds and require the railway company to furnish u full 
report, and then to make orders, regulations, and rules which 
will have the force of a law. 

Of course, if it is contended here and if the Ohair shoul<l hold 
that these provisions with reference to stocks and bonds had 
application only to stocks and bonds which have been hereto
fore issued, I shall have to admit that my argument falls to 
the ground: 

:Mr. SIMS. It can only have reference to the stocks and bonds 
outstanding at the time the investigation is made, and could 
not possibly apply to subsequent stock and bond is ues unless 
there is a subsequent investigation. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Will the gentleman from Tcnne see 
say that if this act is passed and stocks and bonds are subse
quently i ued by railroad companies under and by virtue of this 
act, the commission will have no right to inT"estigate a to the 
issuance of those stocks and bonds? 

1\lr. Sil\IS. Incidentally to making the physical yaluation-
Mr. GilEE.N of Iowa. But the gentleman is not answering 

the question at all. The question can be answered by yes or no. 
Mr. SIMS. Under this law it does not make any investiga

tion conditlonaJ and precedent ~o the issuance of stocks and 
bonds. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. It do s not. _ That is true, but this 
amendment which is offered by the gentleman from Illinoi [Mr. 
MANN] simp1y seeks to further control, to exercise a further 
act of control. This investigation is an act of control oyer the 
issuance o:f stocks and bonds. 

Mr. SIMS. Oh, no. 
Mr. GREEN of Iowa. It mu t be, necessarily. 
~fr. SIMS. Not at all. 
Mr. GREEN of Io"°a. And the am 0 ndment of the ~entleman 

from Illinois goes only one step farther toward the process of 
controlling it. 

l\Ir. OULLOP.. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
l\fr. GREEl'l of Iowa. Certainly. 
Mr. OULLOP. From the tenor of the gentleman's argument 

I take it he misapprehends the purpose of the mcasur . It_ is 
for the purpose of changing the meth-0d by which freight rates 
or transportation tolls are now fixed, and it has nothing to do, 
so far as the amount of overcapitalizatiou or overbonded in
debtedness is concerned, with the fixing of rates at all. 'l'hat is 
not the subject matter of the bill. It is upon the actual valua
tion of the physical property and not its capital stock or its 
bonded indebtedness. That is the purpose and object of the 
measure, and so far as the bonded indebtedness or capital stock 
is concerned, if this measure passe , they do not enter into the 
consideration as an element in the fixing of the transportation 
tolls in any manne1~ wbateYer. Therefor , this amendment 
offered is not germane to either the text or the subjed matter 
of the proposed measure. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to ask the gentleman 
from Indiana a question. His contention in this matter, as I 
understaud it, is that this Adam n bill is solely for the purpo. e 
of fixing the phy ical rnluation of raih·oads and that part 
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which is in the bill about stocks and bonds is simply to throw 
light on that subject--

Mr. CULLOP. Only, and for no other purpose. 
The SPEAKER. And that the Mann amendment treats with 

an entirely different subject of controlling the issuance of stocks 
and bonds. 

Mr. CULLOP. That is it exactly. That is my contention 
and has been all the way through. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, the remarks of the gentle
man from Indiana in the general discussion of the bill a.re not, 
so far as I know, yet in the RECORD; but if I mistake not he, or 
at least some other gentlemen who were speaking at the time, 
contended in that discussion that the object and purpose of this 
provision to which I have alluded was altogether different from 
iVhat he now sees; and, indeed, how could it be otherwise? 
,What has the amount of stocks and bonds to be issued to do with 
the physical valuation of a railway or any of its property? 

Mr. CULLOP. l\fr. Speaker, the gentleman misapprehended 
my statement of that question if he refers to me. What I said 
was, if we resorted to the physical valuation of transportation 
property for the purpose of fixing rates, that as an incidental 
matter following from that it would destroy as a natural result 
or consequence the overcapitalization or the making of over
bonded indebtedness in the fut-ure, and that it would eliminate 
that feature as a speculative matter in dealing with these prop
erties on the market. This result will follow as an inevitable 
conclusion. That was my statement. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. That is exactly wliat the gentleman 
was arguing before. 

Mr. CULLOP. It was the effect ancl not the language that I 
had in mind. . 

.Mr. GREEN of Iowa: That the purpose and object of these 
provisions was to prevent overcapitalization and that that would 
be the effect, and now I think I have shown here by this act of 
investigation, by this act of summoning as they may the evi
dence of clerks of the railways, or of any party connected with 
it, to give information regarding that, to give information with 
1·elation to stocks and bonds, they must and do exercise a con
trol over the issuance of them. For that reason the amendment 
inh·oduced by the gentleman from Illinois is germane. 

l\!r. STEVENS of Minnesota. l\!r, Speaker, before the Ohair 
finally determines the point of order he should have in mind the 
history of this legislation. The records of the House will show 
that during the last session the majority of this House directed 
a general scheme of investigations of alleged wrongdoing of 
·rnrious large business interests of the country, and I think the 
report of the Committee on Rules on this subject divided the 
work of investigation among several of the committees of the 
House, and among them was that the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce should investigate this subject. Differ
ent sorts of investigations have been had. I think some are 
pending, and some very important reports ha Ye been made. One 
of the investigations concerning the financing and issuance of 
securities by common carriers, as just stated, was directed to 
be made by the.Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
and I think that the report of the Committee on Rules will so 
show. The recO"rds of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, which are public and open to inspection, will show 
that the committee, after some discussion, thought it best to 
conduct its share of the investigation not by means of sum
moning witnesses itself to ascertain what facts there were 
relative to the subject matter and what plans and reports 
should be made, but by directrng the Interstate Commerce Com
mission itself, which· had the experience and the machinery, to 
make the investigation and to report its views upon the methods 
to right some of the wrongs which would be shown by such an 
investigation. The hearings before that committee will show 
such to be the fact, and in the process of its work the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce had this bill as a basis 
and measure of some part of what it ought to do. Now, the 
investigation directed by the House concerned not only the 
alleged wrongs which had previously existed, but the method 
and plan of righting those wrongs, in order to properly subserve 
the welfare of the people, as might be shown by the investiga~ 
tion. So this measure was planned to accomplish these results. 
The records show it was so reported, and it came before the 
House to meet the report of the Committee on Rules for such 
an investigation and the submission of a proper plan for a 
righting of the different wrongs shown and known to exist in 
the issuance of securities by common carriers. Now, if the 
Chair will examine the text of the bill and consider the powers 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission under it, I think the 
question he addsessed to the gentleman from Io\"a [l\Ir. GREEN] 
will be answered. On page 2, lines 1 and 2, of the bill: 

That the commission shall investigate and ascertain the 1aluc of tho 
property. 

Of course "property" means not only the physical property 
but it means every sort of property, and the value is measured 
not only by the cost of reproduction, not only by the amount 
that has been expended in its construction, but by the market 
value as evidenced by the outstanding securities. Now, the 
other committees, upon their investigations and in their reports, 
I think, have invariably reported to us some method-at least 
they reported difl'erent means and different plans of legislation· 
by which the alleged wrongs shown by their investigation shall 
be righted. This bill does exactly that same thing, except we 
contend that it does not go far enough, but there is enough 
in the bill as a basis for the legislation which ought to be had, 
under the investigation ordered by the House, to warrant the 
amendment of the gentleman from Illinois [.Mr. l\IANN] . In 
fixing the value of the property, of course, it would include the 
market value of the stocks and bonds. The bill provides the 
history of these stocks and bonds shall be investigated and 
reported, and if evils be disclosed the remedies for those evils 
should be ascertained and set forth in the legislation, and the 
remedies can be carried into effect by the very organization, 
by the very body, provided by this bill to conduct the investiga
tion. The very purpose of the investigation directed by this 
House, the very purpose of the investigation directed by this 
measure and by the committee, can not be made fully effective 
unless by some such amendment as is proposed by the gentle
man from Illinois and as was proposed by the minority of the 
committee in the process of its hearings and consideration. 
And for that reason the history of the bill shows that the whole 
subject matter is germane; that it was considered; that this 
House wanted it so considered; and there is enough in the bill 
under the common acceptation of construction, under the con
struction of the courts as to the definition of values, under the 
language of the bill, to take that additional step and provide a 
remedy for the wrongs which will be found to exist by the In
terstate Commerce Commission in conducting its investigation. 

The SPEAKER. The Ohair would like to ask the gentleman 
from Minnesota a question. Now, if that is true-and the 
Ohair has no doubt it is-what is the reason the committee did 
not report some such proposition as the l\!ann proposition in 
the bill? 

l\Ir. STEVENS of Minnesota. The matter was discussed by 
the committee, Mr. Speaker, and the majority of the committee 
took the responsibility of reporting the bill in its present form. 
The records of the committee will show the minority did pro
pose this identical plan suggested by the gentleman from nu. 
noi!jl and the majority, for reasons best known to themselves, 
refused to consider it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That hardly has any bearing upon the 
question of whether the Mann amendment is in order on the 
pending bill. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker--
The SPEAKER. The Ohair will not bother the gentleman 

from Tennessee to make an argument on his side. 
Mr. SIMS. I was only going to refer to the history to· which 

the gentleman from Minnesota referred. 
The SPEAKER. The Ohair has investigated the parliamen· 

tary phase of this question fully. We have not anything to do 
here with the merits of the substance of the motion to recom
mit which was submitted by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
MANN] . If that proposition were submitted in a bill, or if the 
Ohair thought it was germane, he would be very much in favor 
of it. It is not necessary in this opinion, but it is stated any· 
how, that the jssue of stocks and bonds by public-service cor
porations ought to be regulated by law. That, however, hns 
nothing to do with this preliminary question which is pending 
here now. 

The rule about motions to recommit is this: A proposition is 
not germane in a motion to recommit unless it would have 
been germane as an amendment to the bill. 

The authorities all run one way. I have inyestigated them 
carefully. The proposition laid down by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. OLMSTED] is partly correct and partly in· . 
correct. It does not go to the extent which he undertook to 
make it go. The rule ls not that, if there are two substantive 
propositions in a bill you can add anything else to it. The rule 
is that on such a question as admitting Territories into the 
Union as States; if you were trying to admit Idaho, for in
stance, alone, you could not add Montana and Washington, and 
so forth. But if you turn it around the other way and make 
the bill general in its character to admit Montana and Idaho 
and Washington, then you might add to it, as an amendment, 
Wyoming, for instance. 

At one t~me there was a proposition pending to appropriate 
money to destroy the boll weevil and the gentleman from l\fassa.· 
chusetts [Mr. GILLETT] offered a proposition to add some money 
to destroy the gypsy moth. l\l r. Speaker 0.A.NNON held tha t there 

. .. .. 
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was no connection between the two propositions, and ruled out 
the amendment of the gentleman from l\Iassachusetts. 

There ha-re been divers and· sundry rulings of that kind. 
In the case cited by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
OLMSTED], when the House was expressing its opinion as to 
what the Turks were doing to the Christians over in Turkey, 
that was the subject matter. The resolution was to express our 
horror of what they were doing, and the gentleman from Iowa, 
l\Ir. Hepburn, offered an amendment which was more em
phatic in its expression of horror than any of the rest, propos
ing to give the Turkish ambassador his passport. Consequently 
it was held to be germane. 

During the term of the present Speaker a proposition was up 
to prohibit the trading in cotton futures on the exchanges of 
the country. Some l\Iember offered an amendment to that 
proposition to include wheat and corn and other products. The 
Chair ruled it out by citing all these precedents which he has 
just cited and some additional ones. The Chair was more in 
fa-ror of prohibiting the dealing in futures in wheat and corn 
than on cotton, because he has more to do with those products, 
but that fact did not have anything to do with the parliamentary 
point. There~ore he sustained the point of order made against 
the germaneness of the amendment. 

The situation here is that the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce brings in a bill which deals with one sub
ject, and one subject only, and that is to fix a physical valua
tion of railroads. The only reason that they mention bonds or 
stocks in the bill at all is that, w.hether right or wrong, in this 
country we have fallen into the habit of estimating the T"alue 
of a railroad by counting in both bonds and stocks, one being 
property and the other being debts. So that evidently the com
mittee, in reporting this bill, thought that out of deference to 
the rule which prevails in this country we ought to find out 
what stocks and bonds haye been issued. But this bill as re
ported nowhere provides or says a word about authorizing or 
directing anybody to issue stocks and bonds. The motion of 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] to recommit with in
structions has entirely to do with the future issuance of stocks 
and bonds. It seems to be a very elaborate and perfect scheme. 
The Chair will say that for it. But I ha-re asked the gentle
men who have argued this question in fa-ror of the germane
n of this motion to recommit to point out in the bill a single 
word or clause that makes the resolution of the gentleman 
from lliinois [l\Ir. MANN] germane. 

A case in point arose here-and it happened to be on the 
1 t day of .April, 1910-and I will quote from the argument of 
the gentleman from Illinois [l\fr. MANN] in that case, which 
seems to be absolutely unanswerable. He said: 

l\Ir. Speaker, the gentleman from New York [Mr. F1TzGERAJ,D] re· 
ferred to amendment 78 of the Senate, and it has been referred to by. 
other gentlemen, as an amendment to the tariff law. It is not an 
amendment to the tariff. It is a provision whirh reii>..tes to reports 
required by that law. 

.And that is what it was, too. 
But tbe provision in the Senate amendment is neither in form nor 

sub tance an amendment to the tariff law. Now, I insist that the 
amendment of the gentleman from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD] is not 
germane to tbe Senate amendment. 

The Senate amendment pro-rided that a certain section-sec
tion 78, the Chair belie-res it was-in the Payne tariff law 
about ascertaining the property that the corporations had, in 
order to levy that tax on them, should only be made public on 
a re~olution of the Rouse or Senate, whereupon Mr. FITZGERALD, 
of New York, offered an amendment to repeal the entire Payne 
tariff law. .Ml" . .MANN said: 

An amendment to repeal the tariff act is not germane to that Senate 
amendment. 

.Mr. MANN, continuing, said further: 
The gentleman from New York is too well acquainted with the rules 

of the House not to know that this amendment which be offers is not 
get·mane. If the gentleman from New York, while the Senate amend
ment was before the House, bad proposed an amendment similar to that 
which he now offers to this amendment, any chairman would have held 
it out of order as not a germane amendment to the proposition of the 
Senate. If the gentleman could provide for a repeal of the entire tariff 
act under the Senate amendment, then he could have provided for a 
repeal of a particular part of the tariff act. If it be in order to offer 
an amendment under the Senate amendment to repeal the entire tariff 
act, it will be in order-and I wish it were-to repeal the duty on 
wood pulp and paper [applau e], because if it had been in order I 
should have offered such an amendment. . 

.After a great deal of argument on both sides by distinguished 
parliamentarians, Mr. Speaker CANNON rendered the following 
opinion: 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause to be read the amendment which 
ha been agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
" Concur with the following amendment: 
" Strike out all of amendment No. 78 and insert instead thereof the 

following: 
. ' ' ' For classifying, indexing, exhibiting, and properly caring for the 
returns of all corporations required by section 38 of an act entitled 
"An act to provide revenue, equalize duties, encourage the industries 

of the United States, and for other purposes," approved August 6. 
1909, including the emplo{ment in the District of Columbia of such 
clerical and other persona services, and for rent of such quarters as 
may be necessary, 25,000: Provided, That any and all such returns 
shall be open to inspection only upon the order of the President, under 
rules and re~ations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury 
and approvea by the President.' " 

Then the Speaker said: 
The SPEAKER. The House will notice that this is a proposition or an 

amendment covering one specific subject in the tariff act-as to the 
returns made by corporations. It does not relate to the amount of the 
tax, too kind of corporations to be levied upon, the time of levying, OL' 

~fi~:.ing any other matter, but only and simply the returns of corpora-

Upon the motion to concur with an amendment. which amendment 
provides for striking out of the Senate amendment · and inserting what 
has just been read, the previous question was ordered, and the Ilouse 
has, on a yea-and-nay vote, agreed to the amendment, so that is a 
closed incident. 

Now, the argument of the gentleman from New York brings up a 
very ingenious tbeory-

It will be obsened that these two gentlemen ha-re swappecl 
places. [Laughter.] 

But the Chair does not feel called upon to decide upon his theory, 
because it has been held-and, so far as the Chair has been able to 
ascertain, uniformly held-that where there is a proposition to amend 
a law in one particular-a specific particular-a proposition to amend 
generally or to repeal the law would not be germane. The Chair, after 
n hasty examination, finds as follows : 

Hinds' Precedents, volume 5, page 411 : 
"5806. To a bill amendatory of an existing law as to one specific 

particular an amendment relating to the terms of the law rather than 
to those of the bill was held not to be germane." 

Under that decision, if the amendment of the gentleman had been 
offered before the ·previous question operated, it would not have been 
in order, as the precedents are uniform that you can not by a motion 
to recommit make that in order which would not have been in order it 
ot!ered as an amendment. Therefore the Chair sustains the point of 
order. 

.And the Chair sustains the point of order made by the gentle
man from: Tennessee [Mr. SIMS] in this case. 

l\fr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I offer a motion to recommit. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] 

offers a motion to recommit. 
l\Ir. FITZGERALD. I make the point of order, Mr. Speaker, 

that it is too late, the previous question having been ordered. 
l\Ir. l\IANN. Ordered on what? 
i\fr. SIMS. On the passage of the bill. It is too late. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the m·otion, and then 

we shall see. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
1\Ir. l\lANN moves to recommit the bill H. R. ·22593, "To amend an 

act entitled 'An act to regulate commerce,' approved February 4, 1887, 
and all acts amendatory thereof providing for physical valuation of 
the property of carriers subject thereto and securing information con
cerning their stocks and bonds and boards of directors," to the Com
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, with directions to that 
committee to report said bill back to the House forthwith, with the 
following amendment, to wit : Insert, page 3, after line 21, the follow
ing: 

" Said investigation and report shall also fully cover as far as prac
ticable questions pertaining to the issuance of stocks and bonds by 
common carrier corporations subject to the provisions of this act and 
the power of Congress to regulate or affect the same and particularly 
the power of Congress to prevent the issuance of stocks and bonds by 
such corporations without full value being receiveQ. therefor, and to 
require the applicaticn of the proceeds from tbe sale of stocks and 
bonds to be actually invested for the benefit of the corporation to the 
end that interstate railroad rates may be based upon reasonable and 
honest capitalization, and to the further end that the investing public 
may have full knowledge concerning proposed investments so that such 
corporations may be able to obtain money on better terms and thereby 
give better service at lower rates." 

l\Ir. CULLOP. .Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a point of order 
against the motion, for mo reasons. The first is that the pre
vious question has been ordered on the passage of the bill, and 
all that was resened when that order was made was the right 
to rule on the point of order which was pending at the time that 
the previous question was ordered; second, that the proposed 
amendment is not germane to the bill. In other words, it is 
the same objection which lay against the other motion to re
commit. Those are the two reasons for which I make the point 
of order. 

l\Ir. 1\1.ANN. Mr. Speaker--
The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 

Illinois on this point of order. 
l\fr. MA::r-."N. Mr. Speaker, I will not take the time to enter 

into an extended discussion of the first point of order made by 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CULLOP], because the rules 
expressly pro-ride that a motion to recommit shall be in order 
after the preT"ious question is ordered on the bill ; and I direct 
the attention of the gentleman from Indiana to that provision 
of the rule, because it is wholly unnecessary to direct the atten
tion of the Chair to that provision of the rqle. The previous 
question does not operate upon a motion to recommit until the 
motion is before the House. . 

On the second proposition, as to whether this is germane to 
the bill, I call the attention of the Speaker to what is proposed 
by the bill. 
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The Speaker a moment ago, in making the ruling which h~ 

made, stated that the purpose of the bill was to make a physical 
valuution of railroad property. The Speaker did not hear the 
discussion on the bill in Committee of the Whole, probably. 
While the title of the bill refers to the physical valuation of 
the property, the bill itself provides that the commission shall 
investigate and ascertain the value of the property of every 
common carrier; and as was clearly brought out in the discus
sion in the Committee of tbe Whole, the investigation is not con
fined to the valuation of the physical property, because the 
Committee of the Whole, under the lead of the distinguished 
gentleman from Tennessee [l\Ir. Srns], in charge of the bill, 
voted down a proposition to confine the investigation to the 
value of the physical property, for the gentleman from Ten
nessee [Mr. S1:us] contended that the purpose of the bill was 
much broader than that, and it is. 

I call the attention of the Speaker to the provisions of the bill 
in reference to the im·estigation and report: 

They shall also show, as the commission may deem necessary, the 
history of the organization ot the present corporation operating such 
property--

The SPEAKER. Where is the gentleman reading 7 
l\Ir. MA1\TN. At the bottom of page 2 and the top of page 3. 
Of the present corporation operating such property or of any pre-

vious corporation operating such property in such detail as may be 
deemed necessary, and any increases or decreases of capital stock in 
any reorganizations, and moneys received by any of such corporations 
by reason of any issues of stocks, bonds, or other securities, or from 
the net and gross earnings of such companies, and how the moneys 
were expended or paid out fer the purposes ot such payments. 

The said investigation and report shall also show the amounts and 
dates of all bonds outstanding against each publlc-service corporation 
and the amount paid therefor, and the names of all stockholders and 
bondholders, with the amonnt held by each, and also the name of each 
director on each board of directors ; and find and report the tacts as to 
the connection of any bank or banker, capitalist or association of cap
italists, or financial institution or holding company with the owner
ship, manipulation, management, or control of any stocks and bonds of 
any such company, and the transactions and connections of any bank 
or banker, financier, financial institution, or holding company with the 
reorganization of any such company in recent years. 

Now, 1\fr. Speaker, these provisions ·o:f the bill do not, as was 
intimated by gentlemen, confine the investigation to the issu
ance of stocks and bonds now outstanding. It will be years be
fore the full investigation of these matters is completed by the 
Interstate Commerce Commission, and the commission will be 
directed and is directed in each of its reports to bring its inves
tigations down to the date when the investigation is made. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Will the gentleman from Illinois permit me? 
Mr. MANN. Yes. 
Mr. OL...\ISTED~ I ~all the gentleman's attention also to the 

paragraph in the middle of page 5, which contemplates keeping 
the commission informed with reference to future changes and 
conditions. 

Mr. MA.I\TN. I was just going to read that to the Speaker. 
Mr. OLMSTED. It apparently contemplat~s reports from 

time to time. 
_ Mr. l\IANN. On page 5 of the bill, as suggested by the gentle
man from Pennsylvania, is the following: 

Upon the completion of the valuation herein provided for the commis
sion shall thereafter in like manner keep itself informed of all exten
sions and improvements or other changes in the condition and value of 
the property of all common carriers, and shall ascertain the value 
thereof, ar.d shall from time to time, as may be required tor the proper 
regulation of such common carriers under the provisions of this act, 
revise and correct its valuation of property, which shall be reported to 
Congress at the beginning of each regular session. 

This bill as it stands endeavots to confer upon the Interstate 
Commerce Commission full power in reference to future issues 
of stocks and bonds, so far as obtaining information is con
cerned, and reporting it to Congress. The amendment which 
I have offered directs the commission to include in its investi
·gation and report matters relating, so far as practicable, to the 
issuance of stocks and bonds of these common-carrier corpora
tions for the purpose of affecting railroad rates and requiling 
that the issuance of stocks and bonds shall, as a result of the 
investigation of the Interstate Commerce Commission, be re
ported to Congress, to the end that in the future we may be able 
to haYe information by which we may require that stocks and 
bonds shall only be issued for actual value, and when issued 
for actual value received shall be properly invested, to the end 
of regulating the rates of the railroads. 

)Ir. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\1r. MANN. Certainly. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman's contention is that bis 

amendment merely extends the character of the investigation? 
l\Ir. MANN. That is all. 
~fr. FITZGERALD. Does it not do more than that? 
Mr. l\1A1\1N. It does not. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. I suggest to the gentleman~ although it 

may not have been his purpose, that it not only extends the 

scope of the investigation, but it eonfers upon the Interstate 
Commerce Commission the power to inquire and investigate into 
the issuance of stocks and bonds in a certain way. 

l\fr. l\1Al~. Not at all. It says: 
Said investigation and report shall also fully cover as far as prac

ticable questions pertaining to the issuance of stocks and bonds by com
mon-carrier corporations subject to the provisions of this act and the 
power of Congress to regulate or affect the same and particularly the 
power of Congress to prevent the issuance of stocks and bonds by such 
corporations without full value being received therefor--

Mr. FITZGERALD. If the gentleman will look at the punc
tuation--

Mr. MANN. I have not only looked at the punctuation, but I 
pun ctn a ted it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Apparently very ingenuously. 
Mr. MANN. There is nothing ingenuous about it at all. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. There is no collllection between the in· 

quiry as to the proceeds of the issuance of the stocks and bonds 
and the investigations that are outlined. 

.Mr. MANN. Oh, the gentleman has not read the amendment 
carefully. 

l\Ir. FITZGERALD. I have read it carefully. 
Mr. l\IANN. Very well ; the gentleman has read it caref"lllly 

and lacks appreciation of what it contains. The gentleman can 
take his choice. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Sometimes it take more genius than I 
profess to have to understand some of the amendments drafted 
and proposed by the gentleman from Illinois. 

l\fr. MANN. The gentleman from New York lacks a great 
deal of appreciation of propositions sometimes. I can not ex
pect to bring myself to the point where I can write everything 
so that it will be perfectly plain to the gentleman from New 
York. 

:Mr. FITZGERALD. That is an ambition which, if it could 
be realized by the gentleman from Illinois, would give him 
great happiness. 

Mr. SIUS. Will the gentleman from Illinois yield? 
Mr. MANN. Certainly. 
Mr. SIMS. Does not this amendment offered by the gentleman 

from Illinois require that the commission shall make an in
vestigation as to the proceeds of the issuance of the stocks and 
bonds? 

Mr. MANN. Not at all. The investigation and report is to 
cover, as far as practicable, questions relating to the issuance 
of stocks and bonds by the corporation and the power of Con ... 
gress to regulate or affect the same, and particularly the power 
of Congress to prevent the issuance of stocks and bonds by; 
such corporations without full value being received therefor. 

Mr. SIMS. The object of the gentleman's amendment is to 
authorize the commission to report as to the method to be here
after pursued in the application of funds growing out of the 
sale of stocks and bonds. 

:Mr. l\IANN. Certainly. The object of the amendment is to 
have the commission investigate the matter of the issuance of 
stocks and bonds, with a view of reporting to Congress, so that 
Congress may hereafter legislate upon the subject. 

.Mr. SIMS. Does the gentleman consider that as germane to 
a proposition to ascertain the value--the exi ting Yalue-of the 
amount of outstanding stocks and bonds, to investigate what 
~hall be done with the proceeds of stocks and bonds hereafter 
issued? 

l\Ir. MANN. Certainly I do. Your own bill provides for the 
report of the stocks and bonds which may be issued between 
now and the time when the final report is made upon the last 
railroad, and even then after that, when stocks and bonds are 
issued the commission will have the authority to investigate 
that matter and report upon it. 

Mr. SIMS. And as to what shall be done with the proceeds, 
does the gentleman think tllat is germane? · 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 
Mr. COOPER. Will the gentleman from Illinois yield? 
Mr. MANN. Certainly. 
Mr. COOPER. As I understand the amendment offered bY. 

the gentleman from Illinois, it requires the Interstate Commerce 
Commission to report upon questions of some sort? 

Mr . .MANN. Yes. 
l\fr. COOPER. Is not the whole intent of the original bill 

that the commission shall report upon facts and not upon ques-
tions? · 

Mr. l\IA:ri..TN. A great many questions will arise besides facts 
under the original bill. 

Mr. COOPER. I have not observed it. I have been looking 
at the bill very carefully, and it is my under tancling that what 
they are required to report on is questions of fuct up to the 
time of the report, facts of yarious kinds. But when they are 

• J 
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called upon to report as to the power of corporations to issue 
stocks and bonds they may be getting into questions of law. 

.Mr. MANN, The commission will meet a thousand and one 
questions of law before it makes a report under the original 
bil1. They are required to report upon the management and con
trol of stocks and bonds in the past. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. MANN. Certainly. 
.Mr. TOWNSEJ.~D. l\Ir. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman 

from Illinois if there is not this distinction between the two 
propositions; the one contained in the bill and the one pro
posed by his amendment? The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. OLMSTED] called the attention of the gentleman from Illi
nois to the ' paragraph on page 5 as to the commission obtain
ing information concerning matters treated of in the amend
ment proposed by the gentleman, but is not that limited by the 
provisions of this bill entirely .to the issuance of stock~ and 
bonds which shall have been made, whereas it is proposed by 
the gentleman from Illinois to inquire into proposed issues? 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman from New Jersey mean 
stocks and bonds jssued now? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. No. 
. l\Ir. MANN. On the date of the passage of the law? 
, Mr. TOWNSEND. No. 

l\lr. l\IANN. Or stocks and bonds which may be issued here
after? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Hereafter, but which shall h~n·e been is
sued in the future when information concerning them is sought. 
There is no proposal, as I understand it, in this paragraph on 
page 5, to which attention has been called, to make inquiry 
for the sake of informing the commission of proposed issues of 
securities, but to make inquiry in the future of issues which 
shall have been made at the time of the inquiry. 

.Mr. 1\:1.ANN. That is true. 
· Mr. TOWNSEND. And the proposition of the gentleman 
from Illinois--

1\Ir. MANN. That is the reason I offered the amendment. 
l\Ir. TOWNSEND. Then there is a distinction between the 

two propositions. . 
· 1\Ir. MANN. Oh, if my proposition were a duplicate of what 

is already in the bill, I would not have offered it. 
l\Ir. TOWNSEND. But it is not continuing work nor sug

gesting work of similar kind it is proposed to hate done by 
the provisions of this bill. 

l\Ir. ~B .. NN. Here is the proposition: This bill is for the 
purpose of obtaining information for the purpose of aiding the 
commission in the control of railroad rates. That is the only 
interest we have in the matter, and when you say that the · 
commission shall report as to the stocks and bonds already 
issued, and you give them power to investigate that subject, 
certainly, if you want to control railroad rates at all, or have 
any influence on them, you should investigate the proposed 
issuance of stocks and bonds, because those that are already 
issued have no such influence upon railroad rates as the manipu
lation of the issuance of stocks and bonds in the future will 
have. 

Mr. TOWNSE~'D. I did not suppose when I asked the gentle
man's permission to interrupt that he was offering a duplicate, 
as his answer would suggest I thought. l\Iy point is this: 
That there are two entirely different propositions proposed, 
and one is not germane to the other. One is a proposition to 
acquire information regarding an accomplished fact, and the 
other is a proposition to acquire information regarding a 
proposed action, and one is not germane to the other. I knew 
they were not duplicate propositions, because I ha"\""e too much 
faith in the gentleman's integrity as a legislator to think for a 
moment that he would offer a duplicate proposition. 

l\Ir. MA.l\TN. The gentleman's position is that stocks and 
bonds which do not have any influence over rates ought to be 
investigated, and those that do have influence over rates ought 
not to be investigated. l\fy proposition is, when you give the 
power to the commi s.ion to investigate this subject you have 
tlie right as a germane amendment to direct the commission to 
go a step further in the same line-not a different kind of 
subject at all, but in the same direction. To say when you 
propose to do something that you can not offer an amendment 
to go a step further is to say that you can· not offer an amend
ment at all to a bill, leaving it wholly to a committee and not 
to the Honse to determine what may be in the propositions to 
be brought in and voted upon by the Douse. 

l\Ir. TOW'NSE1'.'D. I do not deny that; but this is not a 
propo ·eel step in the same direction, but in a different direction. 

l\Ir. SIUS. :Mr. Speaker, it seems to me in all candor-and 
I of course do not understand the amendment as well as the 
gentleman who drew it, having heard it read only once-the ob-

ject of the bill is making an inventory of existing facts in order 
to ascertain the physical value of the property of common car
riers, and it does not even remotely relate to how proceeds shall 
be invested in stocks and bonds to be issued, or created by a 
new issue of same; and this amendment certainly docs re
late to what is to be done in the future as well as what has 
been done in the past. I desire to say frankly to the House, not 
speaking for the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com
merce nor for any member of it except myself, I have always 
favored legislation by the Congress of the United States to 
properly control proposed capitalization of corporations doing 
interstate business, but the object of this bill is only for the 

. valuation of existing property, and only authorizes the inves
tigation as to outstanding stocks and bonds, because, as the 
Speaker intimated, it is necessary to have all the light on an 
existing transactions in order to determine the value of exist
ing property. Now, the object of this amendment offered by the 
_gentleman from Illinois is to go further, just as the object of 
the first motion to recommit was to go further and to legislate 
positively as to what shall be done hereafter with proceeds of 
sales of stocks and bonds, and, Mr. Speaker, I do not understand 
it to be germane to require a report and an investigation as 
to what shall hereafter be done by way of limitation of the 
issuance of stocks and bonds and to make a recommendation 
as to legislation is not germane to this bill. Why shou1<1 
we have an ipvestigation of facts and a report from a commis
sion on subjects not germane to the bill any more thn.n the 
offering of such an amendment in the first instance? Now, this 
amendment says, if I read it right-I will read all of this para
graph: 

Said investigation and report shall al o fully cover, so far as prncti
cable, questions pertaining to the issuance of stocks and bonds by com
mon-carrier corporations subject to the provislons of this act and the 
power of Congress to regulate or affect the same . 

Purely a question of faw. Congress is better able to deter
mine that than any commission. 

And particularly methods to prevent the issuance of stocks and bonds 
by such corporations without full value being required therefor, and to 
require- the ·application of the proceeds from the sale of stocks an(j 
bonds to be actually invested for the benefit pf the corporation to the 
end that interstate railroad rates may be based upon reasonable and 
honest capitalization. 

The object of that section of the bill is to pre-vent future over
capitalization. The bill unamended, if it should pa s un
amended, will have the moral effect to prevent overcapitaUza
tion, but is not mandatory in language looking to that encl. 

Mr. MANN. l\Ir. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 

from Illinois? 
Mr. SIMS. Certainly. 
Mr. l\IANN. The reason I asked the gentleman to yield i 

because in Y'iew of the criticisms that have been made on tlrnt 
part of the amendment which I had inserted in the amendment 
mainly for the purpose of ma.king sure of tb9 power of the com
mission in making its investigation, I ask to withdraw that 
motion which I offered and to offer the following motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois withdra,vs bis 
motion to recommit and offers another motion. The Clerk will 
read the part that is left in. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Insert, page 3, after jine 21, the following : 
" Said investigation and report shall also fully cover, so far as prac

ticable, questions pertaining to the issuance of stocks and bonds by 
common-carrier corporations subject to the provisions of this act and 
the power of Congress to regulate or affect the same, and p11rticularly 
methods to prevent the issuance of stocks and bonds by such corpora
tions without full value bejng received therefor." 

l\Ir. CULLOP. Now, l\Ir. Speaker, I inake the same point of 
order against this that was made against the original motion 
for which this is a substitute. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is ready to rule. The Ohair 
overrules the first point of order that this motion to recommit 
could not be offered after the previous question was orderecl. 
The rule is clear on that question. Rule XXYll, page 388 of 
the l\1anual, says: 

It shall be in order, pending the motion for or after tbe previou.q 
question shall have been ordered on its passage, fot· tile Speaker to 
entertain and submit a motion to commit, with or without instructions, 
to a standing or select committee. 

The Chair, for the elucidation of tha matter, will state this 
in regard to how many motions anybody is allowed to make to 
recommit. Of course a Member can only make one if it is 
germane, but a motion to recommit is not a motion to recommit 
at all if it is ruled out on the point 0£ order, and the logic of 
the rule is that everybody wanted the privilege of making a 
motion to recommit to be nbsolute so nobody could to.ke the 
power away from a Member, and a .Member wouJd haYe the 
right to offer a motion to recommit which is germane. lf that 

' 
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turned out to be obnoxious to the point of order, that would 
go out. Well, now, the Chair does not undertake to say that a 
Member can stand up and offer motions to recommit inter
minably that are not germane. That is a matter in the discre
pon of the Chairman at the time, but where the Chair believes 
a .l\Iember is acting in good faith he will entertain them within 
reasonable limits. The Chair overrules the second point of 
order on the proposition submitted now, and the question is on 
the motion to recommit with the last instructions read. 
, The qp.estion was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

l\f r. Sll\IS. Mr. Speaker, I report back from the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce the bill H. R. 22593, with 
the following amendments. 

The SP:IDAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Tennessee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Insert, page 3, after line 21, the following: 
" Said investigation and report shall also fully co>er, so far as prac

ticable, questions pertaining to the issuance of stocks and bonds _by 
common-carrier corporations, subject to the provisions of this act and 
the power of Congress to regulate or afl'ect the same, and particularly 
methods to prevent- the issuance of stocks and bonds by such corpora-
tions without full value being received therefor." · 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 

third time, was read a third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. SIMS, a motion to reconsider the vote by 

which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
MOTIONS TO RECOMMIT. 

The SPKillER. The Chall.' wishes to repeat the request 
which he made day before yesterday, that when gentlemen have 
complicated motions to recommit they submit them to the Chair 
in advance, if they can do so, because the Chair's mental appa
ratus does not work any more rapidly than tllat of other people, 
and it is not always possible to catch the meaning of a motion 
by merely hearing it read. 

LINCOLN MEMORIAL (S. DOC. NO. !l65), 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the follo"\\ing message 
from the President of the United States, which, with the accom
panying report, was referred to the Committee on Appropria
tions and ordered to be printed. 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I beg herewith to submit a report of the Lincoln l\lemorial 
Commission, and its recommendation, upon the location, plan, 
and design for a memorial in the city of Washington, D. C., 
to the memory of Abraham Lincoln, in accordance with an act 
providing a commission to secure plans and designs for a 
monument or memorial to the memory of Abraham Lincoln, 
approved February 9, 1911. 

Wu. H. TAFT. 
THE WrrITE IlousE, Deccniber 5, 1912. 

LEA VE TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE. 

Mr. BURGESS. l\Ir. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
10 minutes in which to address the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent for 10 minutes in which to address the House. Is there 
objection? .... .... 

Mr. FITZGERALD. For what purpose does the gentleman' 
wish to address the House? 

Mr. BURGESS. I desire to make a short statement and to 
insert an editorial in the RECOP.D. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I would suggest the gentleman take the 
time on the appropriation bill which is to follow. Mr. Speaker, 
it will be impossible to give Members time as was done in the 
long session. We have only 40 days to pass all the bills. I ask 
that the gentleman take his- time in general debate. 

l\Ir. BURGESS. All right. 
LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL Al'PROPRIATIO:N' BILL. 

Ur. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the 
bill H. R. 26680, the legislative, executive, and judicial appro
priation bill. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, pending that, may I ask the gentle
man for the information of the House if there is any notion 
as to how much, if any, general debate there will be on the bill? 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. There has been no 
request for time on either side of the House, except that the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. BURGESS] has indicated that he 

· desires 10 minutes. 

XLIX--12 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle
man from South Carolina that tlie House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the consideration of the legislative, executive, and judicial 
appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the House resolrnd itself into Committee of the 

Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration 
of the bill H. R. 26680, the legislative, executive, and judicial 
appropriation bill, with Mr. GARNER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
A bill (H. R. 26(380) making appropriations for the legislative, 

executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1914, and for other purposes. 

l\Ir. JOHNSON of South Carolina. l\Ir. Chairmfill, I ask 
unanimous consent that the first reading of the bill be dis
pensed with. 

The CHAIRUAN". The gentleman from South Carolina asks 
unanimous consent that the first reading of the l>i11 be dis
pensed with. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. 1\Ir. Chairman, I yield 
10 minutes to the gentleman from Texas [l\fr. BURGESS]. 

Mr. BURGESS. l\Ir. Chairman, during the 12 years I have 
been a Member of this House I have not spoken on the race 
problem, although I was born and reared in a county in the 
district I represent where the population at the time was 80 
per cent negroes, and it 'is one of the districts known as being 
in the "black belt." But I have refrained from discussing the 
race question because I am the friend of the negro and I real
ized no good could come from discussing a problem that all the 
South is wrestling with, the ultimate solution of which no man 
knows. But I ask permission to have read into the RECORD 
an editorial from the Fort Worth Record, of Texas, written by 
one of the most brilliant and one of the ablest of southern 
journalists-Clarence Ousley-and I do this not for the pur
pose of provoking any discussion, but simply because I think the 
article so well written that it will appeal to all thoughtful men. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the article referred to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

[From the Fort Worth Record.] 
DEBASING NATURE AND DESPISrnG GOD. 

Shocking and sickening as is the Chicago story of a young white 
girl's infatuation with Jack Johnson and the black animal's brutish in
sistence upon holding her within the toils of his power1 it should not 
surprise any man who has the slightest ken of racial rnstinct or the 
faintest appreciation of the philosophy of social consequence. 

The only wonder is that an intelligent people have permitted associa· 
tions that make the least compromise with fundamental principle. 

To put it in a paradox, this development is the natural result of an 
unnatural contact of whites and blacks tolerated for gain, or for sport, 
or for convenience. When white men meet negro men in the prlze ring, 
when they ride together in street cars or railrcad cars, or when they 
meet upon any common plane, they stand upon a footing of equality for 
the occasion, and repeating the occasion establishes a status which has 
no limitation or differentiation in the mind of the heedless white or the 
covetous and lustful black. 

There is no culture of mind or heart or uplift of eoul of the indi
vidual black man that warrants social equality with the white man. 
'£hat is a hard saying, but it is the decree of nature and God, a.nd to 
ignore It is to debase nature and despise God. 

May not the black man aspire 'l Yes as high as the heavens. .May 
be not expand? Yes, throughout the whole wide universe. But aspira
tion and expansion are not hindered by confinement within the asso
ciation of his own race. By and of himself, among his own, he must 
pursue his own way-and he may not be permitted to pursue any other 
without consequences revolting to the white man and ultimately destruc
tive to himself, for such instances as this repeated will provoke revul
sion and antagonism merciless and far-reaching. 

They play with fire who venture to cross the line of racial separation 
by so much as the slightest step or in the faintest degree. It is not 
because the individual white man is injured by the contact of the mo
ment, or that the individual black man may not be bettered by the asso
ciation. If that were all there would be no race problem, and the rule 
would rest upon an unseemly prejudice. President Roosevelt was not 
hurt by the dinner with Booker Washington, for with all respect to the 
host it may be said that the guest was individually worthy of the hos
pitality. But in the mathematics of races the honest, humblest black 
is Washington's equal, and since Washington was made equal with 
Roosevelt the lowest black became equal with chiefest of the white race. 
That is the philosophy of the black man's reasoning; that is the corol
lary that finds unconscious lodgment in the white mind moved to an 
association by whim or temporary advantage. 

Jack Johnson had a white wife, who is now dead, and nothing ill 
may be said of the dead. But the example has borne fruit in the 
weak brain of this poor child of passion who would give her bfrthri~ht 
for the gratification of a diseased or insane fancy. The suicide of the 
other one, provoked perhaps by a belated realization of her racial de
basement, is no warning to the younger victim lured by notoriety and 
intoxicated by adventure. 

And that isn't all. " Oh, some of the best white women in Chicago 
ride in this car," said Johnson to the girl's mother when she shrank 
from being seen in his automobile. Of course "the best white women" 
in Chicago do not ride in that car, but Johnson sees no reason why 
they should not ; other brutish negroes the1·e and elsewhere see no 
reason why they should not; and thus in millions of uegro minds is 
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born the purpose of impudence and insult and outrage to be vfstted 
upon white women any time and anywhere. . 

Wbat have we ot the South to be concerned about in this unspeak
able infamy which the undiscerning North tolerates? May we not be 
content to preserve our own standards. maintain our aoeial integrity 
and let others indulge animalism and amalgamation to the utmost o! 
their bestial bent? 

No, for we have knowledge they do riot know; we have experiences 
wWch should teaeh . them to beware, and we are not ·faithful as our 
brothers1 keepers if we do not cry aloud and warn them of their peril. 

Besides, they ca.n not conceal these. exploits from the knowledge of 
our blacks, and our blacks will be tempted to more wicked deeds. 
Quick and sure vengeance awaits the least encroachment here, but it 
would be little less than criminal not to endeavor to prevent the 
occasion for vengeance. 

Thousands of black brutes all over the land wm be moved by this 
cil'cumstance to entertain the nameless desire which always lurks 1n 
tbe mind of the low and lustful. 

We may not calculate how many white women must suffer the con
sequence of such example-nor how many black men may be destroyed 
to hold the others of the race in leash. 

Will men never learn that nature can not be mocked without pun
ishment? That the God of heaven is the God of races? That the 
pigment of the skin, while not a badge of dishonor, is an outward and 
visible sign of a status decreed from everlasting to everlasti!J.g? Asso
ciation, dalliance, or trespass, by whatever action or custom, is out
lawry which invites the wrath of the Most High. 

Mr. JOBNSON of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
15 minutes to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [:Mr. PALMER]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
PALMER] is recognized for 15 minutes. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I recognize that in the short 
session of Congress debate on appropriation bills should not be 
inten-upted to any great extent by the discussion of matters 
which do not i·elate to those bills; but I crave the indulgence of 
the House for a few minutes this afternoon to call attention to 
a matter which has no relation whatever to this bill, but which 
r think is of sufficient importance to command the attention of 
the House. 

On the 31st day of October, 1912, an American ambassador 
at a foreign court made an address which contains so many 
aspersions upon the character and life of a great American 
who was twice President of' the United States, once Secretary 
of State-, and whose name has reached the height of immortal· 
ity in the world, that I feel we ought not to allow the occasion 
to pass without some mention of it in this Rouse. Ambassador 
Reid, at the autumn session of the University College of Wales, 
delivered a lecture en.titled "One Welsh.man: A Glance at a 
Great Career," and under that title made comment upon the life, 
character, and achievements of Thomas Jefferson. 

There seems to be just now considerable renewed interest in 
Thomas Jefferson's life. I have been myself much attracted by 
some of the recent literature about Jefferson and about his 
beautiful home in Virginia and its history. I have been at
tracted also by the scholarly and brilliant work of the distin· 
guished Senator from Mississippi, who has been lecturing upon 
the life of this great man before the students of Columbia 
University in New York. And it is a jarring note, especially at 
a time when the philosophy and th.e political theories of Thomas 
Jefferson seem' to come in for enlarged support among the 
American people, to have the American ambassador at the· court 
of the greatest monarchy on earth take pains to go out of his 
way to call attention .to what he himself calls the "odious 
details" in the conduct of this great man as indicative, in his 
own language, "of the real character" of Thomas Jefferson. 

He starts out by giving to Jefferson due and proper credit 
for many of the great things which he did, referring to his 

. " head of gold," and then goes on in two-thirds of his address 
to prove that he bad "feet of clay," by calling attention to what 
he calls the "absurd inconsistencies and extravagances" of his 
life, his works, and his utterances. He not only tlings his jibes 
at what Jefferson did and said, but sneers at the accomplish· 
ments of the great political party which Jefferson founded, and 
by misrepresentations and misstatements of the facts seeks to 
give the impression that they are not worthy followers of that 
great man. 

I admit that this sort of thing, coming from a man of letters 
who desires to be known as a writer of history, would not be 
worthy of uny criticism here; but I declare that when an Amer
ican ambassador at a foreign court undertakes thus untruly and 
improperly to criticize a m.nn who occupies the position in our 
country's history held by Thomas Jefferson, the occasion is 
worthy not only of comment but perhaps of censure. 

:Mr. Reid b·egins by stating the ~dmission of Jefferson's ad
mirers that "his political career was checkered, his executive 
courae many times open to criticism, his modes of expressing 
conviction often ill-considered and extravagant and amazingly 
inconsistent, and his acts us a politician frequently far below 
the standard. of the philosophical wTiter on government." He 
t·efers to him as "possessed with such wild. notions that he 
coulU not mind his own business " when a member of Washing
ton's Cabinet; and he finally begins his citations of isolated 

utterances of Jefferson to prove h1s inconsistency of conduct and 
extravagance of behavior by this description of the man: 

Mr. J'efl'erson was not a man of genius. We have seen that he was 
not an orator, not a soldier, not a good ·Executive, least of all, a iceil· 
balanced statesman. But be was a philosophical thinker or dreamer; 
and yet with a wonderfully practical gift for reading the tendencies of 
the populace and for putting their wishes into persuasive and statelYi 
language. • • * He was at once a philosopher and a partisan. 
But his philosophy was sometimes ill-balanced and ill-considered; his 
partisaDship was always adroit and carefully considered, generally sue~ 
cessful and sor.ietimes usef11L. 

When analyzed that paragraph gives hlm credit only for 
sometimes being useful us a party man. The ambassador goes 
on to say: 

I began by asking you to consider a few reasons why some work of 
his gave as roach credit to the Welsh stock as anything done by any 
other man of the blood. But I dfd not commend him as a uniformly 
sound political thinker or as an altogether admirable man. In fact, 
as a political opponent he was at. times ungenerous and tmderha·nrJed. 
Elven his close friend, James Madison, was constrained to apologize 
for hi.s frequent e:ictra.vagan~ and ineonsistency. 

A few examples-
Says Ambassador Reid-

may sh-0w the urgent need of this allowance, and at the same time 
bring his real character and its limitations into clearer relief. '.l;'hey 
will also show the abs~..trcL ea:tra-i;agance to which he habitually t·e
sorted as the s1,rest means of impressing the less intelligent voters. 

If the American ambassador could haye employed any words 
which would have more accurately been intended to call this 
great man a demagogue, I know not the words which he could 
have chosen. He goes on then in many pages, citing sentences 
from his writings and isolated instarices of conduct and actions 
on the part of Jefferson, to prove these " absurd extravagances " 
which he says denote Jefferson's "real character." The accu
racy of these citations may well be judged by these. He says: 

And in curious contrast with his political descendants, who now 
wish to have the decisions of the highest courts reviewed or even 
reversed at popular elections, he said bluntly: " The people a.re not 
quali:fted to judge questions of law." · 

It seems to me the onJy excuse for such an utterance, w ltich 
charges the Democratic Party with having within its ranks as 
one of the descendants of Thomas Jefferson the author of the 
doctrine which the ambassador here describes, must be found 
in the ambassador's absence from the country during the last 
few months. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

He goes on to say, further: 
Re reconciled his personal feeling with holding otli<;e almost con

tinuously for 40 years, but when he became President he was ve
hemently in favor of rotation in office and was the author of the 
doctrine that "to the victors belong the spoils." 

A statement .which history will not corroborate. He then 
goes on to give his definition of the attitude of the Democratic 
Party to-day, which nothing except perhaps an isolated sen· 
tence taken out of the context in some of Jefferson's writings 
could possibly justify or excuse. He says : 

Re wished to confine the great General Government solely to for. 
eign affairs-to lJe thus conducted without diplomatic establishment. 
Every other subject of pulilic concern, excepting solely foreign affairs, 
he wished left to the independent States. Nine-tenths of the present 
useful activities of the General Government would thus have been de
stroyed at one stroke. 

And he accompanies all this with a. sneer at the government 
of the great city of New York, which he declares has been for 
many generations in control of the party which is pr-ond to 
claim Thomas Jefferson as its founder, and which, in the in
stance cited by Ambassador Reid, he declares without justifica-
0tion the party has wandered fur from the course laid down by 
the founder. 

After citing these instances and others that I shall not stop 
to read or comment upon, he says: 

Surely here are enough inconsistencies and extravagances to show 
the need for Mr. Madison's plea that "allowance be made for th em." 
In most of them he was absolutely sincere. But no sketch of his 
career or estimate of his character would be honest without some men
tion of others for which such a1~ ezcuse can not "be offered. 

And then be, the ambassador of this Government, standing 
before a foreign audience upon foreign son, talking about the 
man who was the first Secretary of the department under wllich 
he, the ambassador, serves, goes on to detail the extravagances 
in Jefferson's character which, be says, show his absolute insin
cerity, and he winds up this description of the man by reference 
to his vulgar and ill-bred habit of sneering at conscientious 
beliefs, his doubt of his sincerity when he carried through 
Virginia the statute for religious freedom in the colony, sum
ming it all up by reference to him as-

That strange medle-r of inconsistency, extravagance, enthusiasm, and 
fervid patriotic devotion. 

l\fr. Chairman, I shall not go further in this. I admit there 
is much in this address of Ambassador Reid which is true and 
whfch is entirely worthy of the subject. There is much in it 
which must of necessity have found a place in any sketch of 
his great career which shows a proper estimate of the man in 
some of the aspects of his life, character, and great achieve.. 
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men ts; but there is so much in it which impugns his mofrrns_, 
doubts his honesty of purpose, and condemns his methods that 
the whole constitutes an aspersion upon the life, character, and 
conduct of this great man, whose memory we revere down to 
this day. And I, for one, as an American Representative in 
Congress, would not let the occasion pass without entering my 
protest against the impropriety, the misconduct, of an American 
ambnssador at a foreign court who rrould thus misrepresent 
before a foreign audience one of the greatest men who eyer 
lived up~n American soil. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. GILLE'l'T. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania yield 
to me? 

1\lr. PALMER. Certainly. 
Mr. GILLET'".r. I haYe not read the address of Ambassador 

Reid, but I would like to ask the gentleman if it consists mainly 
of these criticisms which he has read, or if it does not also 
fairly represent the great qualities of Mr. Jefferson? 

.i\lr. P .ALMER. I said that the ambassador did rather briefly 
give him his due credit for great things accomplished, but he 
de~otes the larger part of his address to what he himself calls 
the " odious details" which show the " true character " of the 
man. No man in this House could read the address without 
being shocked at the thought that the American ambassador 
would thus describe him . . [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. GILLETT. I listened to what the gentleman read, and I 
supposed the larger part of his quotations portrayed weaknesses 
which the most deyoted friend of Mr. Jefferson fully recognized 
that he possessed, and while I think we all of us admire, as I 
certainly do, his great qualities and great achievements, I cer
tainly supposed tl;le members of the gentleman's party would 
recognize that a large part of the criticism which he has de
tailed was founded on history. 

1\lr. LAl~GLEY. And these statements of the ambassador 
are in the main sustained by citations in the various volumes 
to which he refers. 

l\Ir. GILLETT. l\Ir. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the full address of Ambassador Reid be printed in the RECORD 
so that we may sec as a whole what impression it carries. 

l\fr. PALMER. I have no objection whatever. 
The CH.AIRMAN. The gentleman from l\Iassachusetts asks 

that the full address of .Ambassador Reid be printed in the 
RECORD. 

Mr. J01'"ES and Mr. SHACKLEFORD objected. 
· l\1r. GILLETT. That shows the spirit of this criticism. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. We do not want · to circulate this 
libel any further. 

Mr. GOOD. .l\Ir. Chairman, in order that Ambassador Reid 
may be put right in this matter, I ask that there may be 
printed, with the remarks of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
the estimate of Thomas Jefferson placed upon him by President 
elect Woodrow Wilson, as found on page 3, volume 4, of Mr. 
Wilson's History of the United States, which reads as follows. 

Mr. P.AL~IBR l\Ir. Chairman, there was no intent on my 
part--

Mr. HEFLIN. l\lr. Chairman, I demand the regular order. 
Tlle CH.AIRMAN. The regular order is that the gentleman 

from Pennsylvania has the floor. 
Mr. PALMER I have no objection to the gentleman read

ing the extract. 
1\lr. GOOD. It reads as follows: 
The difference between Mr. Jefferson and Gen. Jackson was not a 

difference of moral qua lity so much as a difference in social stock and 
breeding. Mr. J effer son. an aristocrat, and yet a philosophical r a dical, 
deliberately practiced the arts of the politician and exhibited often
times the sort of insincerity which subtle natures yield to without loss 
of e sential integrity. Washington found him a guide who needed 
wa tching. 

[Applause on the Republican side.] 
l\lr. PALMER. Ur. Chairman, I do not know whether my 

time is exhausted or not. 
:Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. I will yield to the gentle

man five minutes more. 
l\lr. P .ALl\lEil. l\fr. Chairman, I only want to say that I had 

no intention of making political capital out of this proposition. 
Mr. Reid is an official of this Government. He is the am
bassador of the American Government at the Court of St. 
James, and his conduct and his utterances are not the opinion 
of a hi torian or a man of letters. They are being presented to 
foreign people as indicative of the sentiment of the .American 
people. There is nothing in the gentleman's quotation from the 
speech of l\Ir. RODENBERG, which was read here last spring dur
ing the presidential campaign as the utterances of President-elect 
Wil son, which compares for a single moment with the scathing, 
untrue description of Thomas Jefferson contained in this ad
dress by Mr. lteid. [Applause on the Democratic side] 

.Analyze eTerything that Woodrow Wilson, as a writer 'of 
history, has said about Thomas Jefferson, and any man who is 
not blinded by partisanship in the present circumstances in 
this country, when Mr. Wilson has reached a high place in the · 
Democratic Party, would admit that his estimate of Thomas 
Jefferson was that of a man who believed him to be the greatest 
philosopher and statesman of his time. [Applause on the Demo
cratic side.] 

I did not take from Ambassador Reid's address a single ~n
tence out of its context by which it might be judged. I am will
ing that the entire address shall be printed in the RECORD, and 
would be glad to have it there. I made no objection when the 
request was made. The impression that any man would get in 
reading all that Mr. Wilson has said about Thomas Jefferson 
would be that he had the highest admiration and respect and 
veneration for the character and achievements of Jefferson, 
while the impression any man would get from reading the 
address of .Ambassador Reid must be that he has a sneering 
contempt for many of the attributes of character of this great 
man. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. GOOD. Can the gentleman from Pennsylvania point to a 
single sentence in the address of .Ambassador Reid where there 
is such a reflection upon the character and integrity of Thomas 
Jefferson as is contained in the sentence of Woodrow Wilson 
where he says that Washington found in him a guide who 
needed watching? 

Mr. PALMER. I haye pointed out a dozen sentences rrhere 
there is more. 

Mr. GOOD. What are they? 
Mr. l\IA.l~N. Mr. Chi:tirrnan, I will ask the gentleman from 

South Carolina to yield me one minute. 
Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. 1\lr. Chairman, I yield one 

minute to the gentleman from Illinois. 
l\fr. l\IA.1~. Mr. Chairman, I have read the address of 

Ambassador Reid, as has .the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[l\Ir. PALMER]. My impression from reading the address was 
that in tbe main it was laudatory of Thomas Jefferson, and 
there certainly is nothing in that address which in any way · 
whatever is so condemnatory of the -life or character of Thomas 
Jefferson as the expression in 1\Ir. Woodrow Wilson's printed 
article. 

1\Ir. BUTLER. What does it all amount to, anyway? You 
can not disturb Thomas Jefferson in history. 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the gentleman from 
South Carolina to yield me two minutes. 

l\Ir. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I yield the 
gentleman from Maryland two minutes. 

l\fr. LEWIS. Mr. Chairman, I think the two gentlemen who 
have spoken in regard to this matter have wholly missed the 
point. There was a time in the history of this Republic when 
its ambassadors rrere not found in the highways of Europe 
belittling and slandering citizens of this Republic, living or dead, 
and there rras a time even in the history of the other side of 
the House when, had they done so, their conduct would not 
have met rrith its applause. The difference between Mr. Wilson, 
the historian, and Mr. Reid, the ambassador, is the difference 
betrreen a priYate citizen and a representative of this Republic 
wearing its robes of office and authority, and presumably under 
the duty of presenting it to foreign countries in a manner to invite 
respect, and not in its most discreditable guise. Thomas Jeffer
son himself is safe, even from the attacks of this ambassador. 
If the President of this Republic did his duty, Ambassador 
Ileid rrould not be long safe in his office. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. 1\Ir. Chairman--
Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman from South 

Carolina yield me three minutes? 
Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. .After I have made my 

statement respecting the bill. 
l\Ir. Chairman, in presenting the legislative, execut!\e, ancl 

judicial appropriation bill to the committee, I shall detain the 
committee long enough to call attention to the material facts 
of lhe bill. While the bill is under discussion under the fi rn
minute rule I shall feel it my duty to explain any item in the 
bill to 1\Iernbers who may desire information. The bi11 as it 
comes to the House carries $319,000 less than the bill for 
the current year. It provides for 310 less salaried employees 
than the bill for the present year. It proyides for 347 less 
people than the departments, in the estimates, asked Congress 
for. 

Of the 310 employees whose services are no longer neooed, 
there are 175 who were employed in the Census Office completing 
the work of the last census. The further services of these people 
are dispensed with because the work upon which they were 
engaged is now about completed. 
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The1·e is a reductiorr of 100 in the force in the War Depart
ment. Gen. Wood testified before the committee during the 
last session of Congress that more " paper " work was being 
done than was necessal'y. The bill as it was finally approved 
provided that vacancies in the War Department should not be 
filled until the whole number of vacancies should equal 5 per 
cent of the entire clerical force. Under that provision of law 78 
pl:lces became vacant and were not filled. The last military 
appropriation bill consolidated three bureaus in the War De
partment. The consolidation of those bureaus enabled the 
department to dispense with the services of 24 people. So that 
there has been a reduction of 100 clerks in the War Depart
ment, but those reductions were made without turning any per
son out of the Government service. They were made by not 
filling vacancies as they occurred. But for the fact that it was 
necessary for us in some particulars to increase this bill, we 
could h.al'e made a larger reduction. We slightly increased the 
force in the Library of Congress. In the Copyright Office the 
force was not sufficient to keep the work current. That office 
is self-sustaining. During the last year it paid into the Treas
m·y about $20,000 in excess of the cost of operating it. We 
therefore gaTe an increased force in the Copyright Office. We 
also gave an increased force in the card-indexing department. 
That likewise is self-sustaining. 

In the Civil Service Commission we were compelled to in
crease the force, first, because the efficiency law of the last 
Congi·ess placed additional burdens upon the Civil Service Com
mission in the keeping of the efficiency records. 

The President has recently promulgated an order placing all 
the fourth-class postmasters in the classified service. The Civil 
Service Commission claim that the keeping of the efficiency 
records of the clerks and the attention that will be required in 
filling all fourth-class post offices of the country will necessitate 
an additional clerical force. We were liberal in grunting these 
allowances. Speaking for myself, I was particularly anxious 
that they should have the increased force. The Government on 
on 4th of March will change from one great political party to 
the other. [Applause on the Democratic side.] There will be 
people unscrupulous or ignorant who would create the impres
sion that the incoming administration and its friends are hungry 
for spoils. I wanted no excuse for the Civil Service Commis
sion to say that we had denied it the force necessary to enforce 
the law. For these reasons we greatly increased their force. 
The Post Office Department has been reducing expenses. The 
country is constantly growing, but the Post Office Department, 
in spite of that fact, has been able from year to year to reduce 
its force. This time the department came to the committee 
asking for no increase on account of the general increase of 
the country's population and business, but asking for an in
crease on account of the burdens that will be placed on the 
department under the postal savings banks and the parcel-post 
laws. The increased work of that department on account of 
those two laws necessitated adding 30 clerks, at a cost of about 
$40,000. We increased, also, the permanent force in the Census 
Office because during the last session Congress passed an act 
requiring the Census Bureau to gather tobacco statistics. Con
gress also passed an act requiring the Census Bureau to gather 
additional cotton statistics. The work required of that bureau 
under the two laws mentioned necessitated an increased force, 
which we have granted. 

All through the bill, where we found that the testimony indi
cated particularly meritorious cases we have increased salaries. 
Generally we have increased those in the higher grades, in order 
that there may be promotions all along the line. We have en
dea·rnred to provide that promotions in any division shall be 
made from the clerks employed in the particular division. We 
found that many clerks, in order to avoid the provisions of the 
transfer law, were resigning outright and being reemployed in 
another department. We have tried in this bill to correct that 
evil. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as I have said,. as the items in the bill 
are -reached, if any Member desires any information in regard 
to what we have done and why we have done it, I shall feel it 
my duty to explain it as best I can. -

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to get a little 
information from the gentleman in charge of the bill about 
this appropriation for the maintenance of the internal-revenue 
collectors' otfices. How many offices are appropriated for in 
this bill? 

l\Ir. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Sixty-three. 
l\lr. PALMER. Is that the same number that was appropri-

ated for in the last bill? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Sou.th Carolina. It is. 
Mr. PALMER. And that is four less than was carried before? 
Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Four less than were car-

ried P.rior to October 1, 1912. 

.Mr. PALMER. I assume when the Appropriations Committee 
cut down the appropriation for the internal-revenue offices the 
committee had in mind there were four offices which could prop
el'ly be abandoned for the good of the service. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Cru·olina... We had information to 
the effect that there were five that could be dispensed with. 

Mr. PALMER. What districts were they? 
l\fr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. That information was 

given to a membel· of the Committee on Appropriations out ide 
of the committee room, and I do not now remember what dis
tricts they· were. 

Mr. BURLESON. I am the Member referred to, but I do not 
now recall the location of the districts, save one. I recall that 
one was in the State of Iowa. I will state to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania that the districts the committee had in mind 
that could be abolished were not the districts that were after
wards· abolished. 

l\fr. PALMER. That is what I run getting at. 
Mr. CARLIN. Which were they? 
Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. One was in South Curo

linn, one in Texas, from obvious reasons, one in Pennsylvania, 
and I do not know where the other was. 

Mr. PAL1\1ER. The one in Pennsylvania was the dish·ict in 
which I live. [Laughter.] The one in Texas, I think, is in 
the district in which the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Bl:BLESONl 
lives. 

Mr. BURLESON. No; it was the Dallas district thnt was 
abolished. 

Mr. PALMER. And the other is the district in which the 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. JOHNSON] lives. I take 
it for granted that as far as the South Carolina and Texas dis
tricts are concerned, at least, the Appropriations Committee had 
no idea of having them wiped out. 

l\Ir. MANN. Why should not they if they did not need them? 
Does the gentleman assume that the Appropriations Committee 
is unwilling to abolish a district in Texas because a gentleman 
from Texas is on the committee? I think that is a violent 
assumption. 

Mr. PALMER. I assume the districts in ·those States are so 
important that it would be necessary to continue the offices in 
those districts. 

Mr. MANN. How many districts are there in Texas? 
Mr. BURLESON. One now. 
Mr. MANN. That is doing pretty well. . 
Mr. BURLESO'.N. How many districts are there in Illinois? 
Mr. MANN. Illinois collects more revenue than all the other 

districts combined, and there are v-ery few districts--
Mr. BURLESON. The Peoria district pays more into the 

Treasury than all the other districts in Illinois combined, the 
gentleman might also add. 

Mr. :MANN. That is true, and any one of the Illinois districts 
pays more internal-revenue tax than all of Texas combined. 

Mr. PALMER. I want to ask the gentleman in charge of the 
bill if he believes this Texas district, and the Sou th Carolina 
district, and the Pennsylvania district ought to be wiped out? 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. I have no information on 
that subject. I will state, as far as I am at liberty to state, 
that a Member of Congress came to the Committee on Appropri
ations and asked that his name should not be used--

Mr. BURLESON. A Republican Member of Congress. 
Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. A Republican Member. 

He said he had knowledge that there was an internal-revenue 
district in his State that was absolutely useless for any purpose 
except to give somebody a place. That led the committee to 
inquire of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue if there were 
any districts that could be dispensed with wit.bout injury to the 
public service. The commissioner furnished to the gentleman 
from Texas, who waited on him, a list of five districts which 
I understood he thought could be dispensed with without injury: 
to the public service. 

Mr. GILLETT. Why, Mr. Chairman--
Mr. PALMER. l\Ir. Chairman, would there be any impro

priety in submitting that communication of the commissioner to 
the House? · 

Mr. BURLESON. It was not a communication in writing. 
The information was received in a personal conference. I want 
to state in fairness to the gentleman from South Carolina [l\Ir. 
JOHNSON] that at the time the committee was considering the 
abolishment of a number of these re'\"'enue districts it was under
stood that probably the district in South Ca1·01ina would be 
one of the districts abolished. I want to state, furthermore, 
that in my judgment the public service will not suffer by reason 
of the abolishment of the district in Texas. I want to state, 
furthermore, that I believe that the number of internal-revenue 
districts now authorized could be still further reduced without 
any injury to the public service. 
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l\lr. PALMER. l\fr. Chairman, if the committee was right 

last year in reducing this appropriation beeause there we.re five 
districts that could be dispensed with, anu after the appropria
tion has been reduced-0ther districts are abolished, the only way 
to accomplish the purpose of the last year's action would be to 
still further reduce the appropriation, would it not? 

l\Ir. JOHNSON of South Carolina. No; because the President 
.has the power by Executirn order to :rearrange these districts 
and to abolish as many as he sees fit, and we bad an idea that 
Tery shortly there would be a new Secretary of tlle Treasury 
and a new Executive who would abolish the useless districts, 
and it was not necessary for the Committee on .A..p.IJropriations 
to put it in the form of law that it had to he done. 

Mr. PALl\.fER. Can the Executive. without legislutlon, 
change the bounda ries or these districts? 

Mr . .JOHNSON of South Carolina. Yes, sir. 
MT. PALMER. So he can arrange an entirely new system, 

dividing the country into 63 districts? 
l\fr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. That is my understanding. 
:Mr. GILLETT. May I st a te to the gentleman that I do not 

know about the ptiyate communications of Members of Con
gress to members of the committee or of the Internal Revenue 
Commis ioner to 1\Iembers of Congress. I do not think that is 
a proper kind of eviden<!e to bl'ing -0n the floor of the House, but 
I would like to a sk the gentleman if the collect-or of internal 
revenue did not , in his official statement before the committee, 
state that he thought it was to the detriment of the public serv
ice to decrease the number of the districts? 

lUr . .JOHNSON of South Carolina.. He did say in his exam
ination on t his bill that the discontinuance of the districts that 
had been discontinued was a detriment to the service. 

Mr. -GILLETT. .And that in his opinion the number ought 
not to be diminished? 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. I do not know whether 
he said that or not. 

Mr. GILLETT. That is my recollection. 
Mr. BURLESON. Undoubtedly it is true that there ought to 

be a rearrangement of these districts, and it is probable that 
the number whieh we now haTe, if a rearrangement should be 
effected, would be continued, but- with the arrangement as it 
is now some of these districts could be abolished without in
jury to the public service. 

Mr. GIT.,LETT. Mr. Chairman, this is the first indication 
that we hav-e had of the attitude of the majority toward ap
propriations, now that the campaign is over. I think in that 
light it is som~wnat suggesti"rn and interesting. We all remem
ber that last year just on the eve of a political campaign the 
'Cry on that side of the House was all for ecunomy and reform. 
The pork barrel was closed up, patronage in this House was 
-cut ofr, appropriation bills were diminished, and we were told 
that the Democratic Party was bound for reform. 

The committees on ~xpenditures, which have jurisdiction of 
the different departments, were all put to work, and it was ex
pected that reTclations of ·extravagance and scandals would be 
brought before us. All of those hopes entirely failed of realiza
tion, and all of those committees accomplished nothing, though 
I presume they affected public opinion ; and now, at the begin
ning of this Oongress, we are going to see what the Democratic 
Party will do along those lines after election. That was all 
before election, and that was all to make a platform. 

This very bill in the last Cong1·ess came in so stingy, parsi
monious. and vicious in what it did and what it did not do that 
the Republican members of the committee felt bound to take 
the very unusual step of submitting a minority report-some
thing which had not been done before, if I remember correctly, 
since I have been a member of the committee. 

Now, we all wonder, after the object was achiernd, after they 
had gone before the people on this platform of economy, now 
that they have won power, whether they will carry out those 
platform pledges and the precedents which they tried to start 
in llie last Congress. 

In that light I think this bill is suggestive, because in the 
last Oongress in this bill there was not a single increase either 
of salary or of force except , I belieYe, one very small increase 
of a salary which had been diminished by mistake in the pre
ceding Oongi·ess. Except for that in the last Congress you 
could look through nil the pages of this printed Statement on 
the legislative bill and you would not find a single increase, 
either of salary or of force. They not only did that, but they 
,w-ent a step further, and against a hostne Republican adminis
tration, as they seemed to have considered it, an administration 
that had distinguished itself by more genuine eft'orts for reform 
than any other adminIBtration that bas been bere in the 20 
years that I have seen, an administration which by its efforts 
and investigations has cut down the expense of the departments 

here in Washington by hundreds of thousan{ls of {lollars a y~ar, 
against that administrntion they made a lump-sum reduction. 
They not on]y would not allow that administration a single 
increase of force or of salary, but, unable to say where the 
administration .should diminish its expenditures, unable to go 
into detaila, unable to give any intelligent judgment as to where 
a reduction could be made, they made a lump-sum reduction, 
and said that during the year whate'ler loss in force might 
occur should net be filled. 

That was their attitude Inst year toward the Republican ad
ministration, and now what is their attitude this year? Is it 
the same? Last year, as I said, if you looked through these 
pages you would not find a single increase. That was for the 
Republican administration. Now, if you will take up the report 
accompanying this bill, you will find on more than half of its 
pages increases of force, increases of salary, and in some cases 
increases of both foree and salary. 

The gentleman from .South Carolina [l\Ir. JOHNS-ON] says that 
some people are unscrupulous and ignorant enough-I think 
those were his complimentary adjectiyes-to feel that the Demo
cratic Party is hungry for spoils. [Laughter.] I admit that 
I am one of those persons who come within that category. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Will my friend f1·om 
Massachusetts allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. GILLETT. Certainly. 
Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. I am sorry that my friend 

from Massachusetts suspects the Democratic Party. I will 
look into the dictionary for another adjecti'le to describe the 
gentleman. I want to ask the gentleman whether be is com
plaining because we have made increases either in force or in 
salary? · 

Mr. GILLE-TT. I am not. I am complaining because you 
treated the ad.ministration last year in the way you did and 
now begin to take a different tack. 

Mr . .JOHNSON of South Carolina. Has the administration 
suffered in any particula1· by reason of the reductions that wer-e 
made? 

Mr. GILLETT. Well, we ham had only three months since 
that bill went into effect. You can not tell, l>ut I ham no doubt 
the administration has suffered. 

Mr. JOHl~SON of South Carolina. I know you would ha.Te 
suffered, unless that bill had passed, very greatly. 

Mr. GILLETT. I have no doubt the administration has suf
fered. I have no doubt it would have been better to have 
given ~ome of these increases then. I agree that many of these 
increases of force and of salary are proper~ I am not sure but 
that they an are; but, under the circumstances, I do criticize 
the increases of salary in this bill. I criticize the way in which 
they are made. I believe many of the salaries t-0 clerks in the 
departments are now inadequate. I be1ie¥e they ought to be 
increased, but I believe the way to increase them is not for our 
committee to pick out its favorites and in<!rease them by a bill 
like this--

1\Ir. BURLESON. I should like to ask the gentleman whether 
he says that has been done in this bill? 

Mr. GILLETT. I do not know. 
Mr. BURLESON. Does lle mean to insinuate that it has 

been done in this bill? 
Mr. GILLETT. I do not mean that they are your personal 

fav:orites. I mean that they are favorites, because they are 
picked out when undoubtedly there are many others in the 
departments equally deserring. 

Mr. BURLESON. Will the gentleman indicate or particu
larize? Will he put his finger on one case where a man has 
been selected out as a favorite? 

Mr. GILLETT. Everyone of them who is selected out is the 
recipient of faToritism. 

Mr. BURLESON. Will the gentleman state whose faTorite 
he is? 

Mr. GILLETT. I do not mean that he is your favorite or 
any other man's favorUe on the committee. He is the favorite 
of this legislation, and the exercising of this favoritism will 
lead to further favoritism, as you well know, because you h."TI.oW 
that when we have i.ncr-eased the salaries hBre the bill will go 
over to the Senate, and they will put on many other additions, 
and we will hat'e to agree to them. 

Mr. BURLESON. Right at this particular point--
Mr. GILLETT. I decline to yield right in the middle of a 

sentence. I say that our increasing of these salaries will lead 
the Senate to do the same thing. Those increases will come 
back here, and we will have to .consent to their increases. Now, 
what we ought to have done is to haTe reclassified the whole 
service. There are many places which .are inadequately paid. 
I p1-esume I ¥oted for most of these increases of salary. I do 
not remember opposing any of them. I think they are worthy, 

.. ' 
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but if you ara starting in on your principle of reform and econ
omy, I think the proper way to do it is not to refuse, as you 
did last year, to make a single increase either of force or salary 
and then come in this year to make increases. Instead of that 
you ought to pass a reclas&ification of the whole civil service. 
That is one of the crying needs. There are some of these 
clerks who are too highly paid. Thare are some who are paid 
too little. There is a bill which was considered by the Com
mittee on .Appropriations a few years ago, and I think it was 
favorably reported by that committee, but did not pass tt;e 
House. There is a bill reported by the Committee on Reform m 
the Civil Service in the last session for reclassifying the serv
ica. Either of those bills contains a foundation which might 
have been taken up and enacted into law; but instead of adopt
ing the system recommended by the Committee on .Appropria
tions and by the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, 
you would return to the old-fashioned way which, I am sorry 
to say, we have been pursuing right along. You have relaxed 
from your last year's stern and ascetic principle of not making 
any increases, and now for the Democratic administration you 
are making increases both of force and salary. 

Mr. BURLESON. I want to ascertain the viewpoint of the 
(7entleman. He insinuates that these increases which have been 
~nade in this bill are made as the result of favoritism. I .want 
to know if that is the operating cause that moved those in 
charge of this bill for the last 16 years to grant the increases 
tliat have been made in the legislative bill and other appropria
tion bills. 

Mr. GILLETT. I have jilSt criticized it myself and have said 
it is the wrong principle. It is tJle same principle that we have 
followed right along. 

i\Ir. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Let me ask the gentle
man a question. 

Mr. GILLETT. Certainly. 
~Ir. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Suppose we should pas~ a 

law reclassifying the seryice. Who would put the clerks in 
class 4 and class 3 and class 2 and class 1? 

Mr. GILLE'IT. The gentleman is not familiar with the bill 
that has been before our committee and before the House, whicll 
provides for reclassifying them not simply by grades, as they 
are now. which is a vicious W"ay, but classifying them according 
to the quality of the work that they do. 

.:Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Who is to do that? 
Mr. GILLETT. The head of the department does it. 
Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Who came down here 

before our committee saying: "This man who is drawing $1,600 
is worth $1,800 "? 

Mr. GILLETT. The head of the department, of course. 
Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. The same people who 

would do the reclassifying. · 
l\Ir. GILLETT. No; but then they would reclassify according 

to the character of the work. 
l\lr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. That is what they testi

fied before the committee, that they are asking for an increase 
because of the men's work. If there is any favoritism it is 
shown by the department and not by Congress. I do not know 
any of these people. 

Mr. GILLETT. I will say frankly that I do not suspect these 
are the personal fa ,-orites of any member of the committee, 
but it is the system of favoritism appointing them in tills way. 
The way they ought to be appointed is the other way. The 
very austere self-control which gentlemen exercised in the last 
Congress is very different from the generosity they are exer
cising here. 

Another contrast is in reference to another branch of de
partmentnl senice which is subject to great improvement. 
The committee last year recognized that superannuation was 
one of the evils of the senice. It is one of the greatest prob
lems that can be tackled by any committee, and if the Com
mittee on Appro11riations would sh·ike out these two evils, 
would reclassify and would strike out superannuation, they 
would do something of permanent value. 

Mr. lnTZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. GILLETT. Certainly. 

. Mr. FITZGERALD. I suggest that the committee did do 
that, but with the gentleman's assistance the President wrote a 
Teto message with reference to it. 

l\Ir. GILLETT. The committee did do it; but in such a crude 
and preposterous way that I venture to say they will not dare 
repeat i.t when they come into power. I agree that there is no 
inconsistency in not doing it at this session, because they know 
it would be Yetoecl again; but I venture to say now that you 
will not dare to do it in the next Congress, because you know 
it is not the right way. 

1\fr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
characterizes the method in very harsh language. My recollec
tion is that he made the statement that if we were not to adopt 
a civil retirement law, in his opinion this was the very next 
best thing to be done. 

Mr. GILLETT. The gentleman is mistaken in his recol
lection. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I was of the opinion that that was what 
the gentleman from ~fas achusetts believed about it. 

1\Ir. GILLETT. No. Now, as to this question of superannua
tion, the committee met it in a crude way in the last Congre s, 
which, as I say, was utterly inadequate and which I do not 
believe they will press when they have the power and are able 
to put it into effect. So the critici;;m I make of the committee 
is not on this bill. I think this bill is a good bill, a much 
better bill than that of the last session. The criticism I make 
is that last session they flung out the banner of economy and 
reform and put through a bill they praised highly because it 
did not have in it any increases for the Republican admjnis
tration, and just as they are going to have an administration 
of their own they abandon that policy and bring in the same 
kind of a bill that had been going on before and which they so 
harshly criticized. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Will not we have to op
erate under that bill from 1\Iarch until July of next year? 

1\Ir. GILLETT. Yes. 
1\Ir. JOHNSON of South Carolina. We knew it then as w 11 

as we know it now. 
l\fr. GILLETT. Of course, I had not an idea then that you 

were going to operate under it for 12 months. 
1\fr. FITZGERALD. Is it not a fact that all the increases 

recommended in this bill are positions in the classified service? 
Mr. GILLET1.'. Certainly. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. And so far as any party affairs is con

cerned, tltere are none. 
1\1r. GILLET'l'. That depends upon what you do to the 

classified service. That is what we are all waiting to see. The 
gentleman from South Carolina says that only unscrupulous 
and ignorant persons think there is any hunger for spoils on 
that side. If that is true, there are many unscrupulous and 
ignorant persons. 

1\Ir. FITZGERALD. Well, I am uot hungry for s11oils, neither 
are my constituents. I have a great many patriotic and com
petent citizens who believe they can materiaUy imp1·ove the 
chnracter of the administration by being made a part of it. 

Mr. 1\1A1'1N. With a fixed salary. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. And I hope to have them given an op

portunity to demonstrate what they can do. 
1\Ir. GILLETT. That confirms my suspicion that was so 

criticized by the gentleman from South Carolina. 
Mr. }j"'ITZGERALD. That does not mean that the classified 

service is to be utterly demoralized, although in my own opinion 
there are some positions in the clas ified sen·ice, filled by ome 
Republicans who were coyered there by Executive order, which 
would be very greatly improved by having a change in the 
occupants. 

Mr. GILLETT. I presume that the gentleman from New York 
has a certain number and other gentleman haYe a larger num
ber, so that among you all the whole service could be changed 
and much improved. 

1\Ir. FITZGERALD. I mjght add this: If the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. GILLETT] will give me a Ii t of the 
places that he knows would be the easiest for me to obtain 
for my constituents after his long experience with the adminis
trations of his own party I would feel very grateful to him. 

Mr. MANN. 1\:Ir. Chairman, would. the gentleman· from New 
York [Mr. FITZGERALD] be williug to t ake a li st of the places 
which the gentleman from l\fassachu etts has been instru
mental in filling and be satisfied with tllern? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Oh, it is Yery en. y to satisfy me. 
Mr. MANN. The gentleman is skillfully crncliug the question. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. I do not bel ie\e that the gentleman 

from Massachusetts should be put in a position where he might 
be forced to confess that perhaps he ha s not been as arduous 
in some phases of his work as recent eYent · woul<l make him 
believe he should have been. 

Mr. MA.1'1N. Would the gentleman from ~Tew York be willing 
to take the same number of places or the places " "hicll have 
been filled through the instrumentality and personal solicitation 
of the gentleman from l\.fassachusetts? 

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Chairman, I do not think it is right 
for the gentleman from Illinois to try and force a declaration 
from the gentleman from Massachu etts upon that point. It 
might coerce the gentleman into making a statement that is not 
exact1y founded upon facts. 
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Mr. MAN~ Would the· gentleman. from~ 'lie:t.as be willi~ fu j' - Mr~ J'OE!..!..~SON ·o:e.. S'outh· Ca:roilnm. Mr .. Chairma.nf inasmuctr 

be satisfiecf with filling the plrrces: tn.at· ba:vG fieen. :fill~ unde-r: as tlie g..entleman~ trow l\fa.ssachusetts· ['.A.tr. Ch:tLET'.c] ea.n nDt 
Reputllicmn: adminfstra.tions th1~ougtt my· irrstrumentality? i findI anything- in tws bilfl to ctl:tliciz-e,. a:ndl is· compelled to· ~ 

Mr. FITZG-ERA!LD~ Oh 11.6. We• know- tfte gentleman< h:lff I back and criticize the biII thn:t was· passed at the la.st Con: 
ner-er l>een· persona: grata• f.ol! o~er 10· minutes; in;. any:· adminis- gi·ess-, I ask;' 1'61"' a t'eading: of this bill. 
trntfon~ r wish to announce for myself ' tli.at :E do not intend Mr B'.:NRLESON~ .J\fr .. Ch-airman, cvery· intelligent Member of 
~o put any lfmitntions either _u_poni my- activ?-ties .01~ my desf~s-

1 
Congr~ss recogni~es that 1'.here is a crying necessicy _ fov a re ... 

to serve: to the best of my ability the most mtellJ.gent cwns.tmr- form rn the: class1:fi.ed- ser~1c~ of th~· GDvernme:irt. Members of 
ency in- tlie · United State:s. · . · the- House who' rr:ee chargeable with the reSl1onsibility of fram 

Mr. MANN. Tt is quite evident that none ' <J:f the gentlemen ' ing the appropriation bills in recognition of that fact during: 
are willing' to confine tliemselyes; All are afte11 the· spoils, red:.. ' the past 8 01• 10 years ha:ve· made- repeated effor.ts to ef(ect tiiis 
hot, all the time, chasing tllem down. · reform by embodying paragraphs in appropriation bills deaiing 

1\Ir. FITZGERALD. Mr; Cha:irman, if· displacing· an· inoom,... , with this subject. Of'. courM stich. p~.tr-a.g:raphs in.. appropriation 
petent Republican_ with• nn· efficient Democrat i~r Deing after~ the: Bills al'e subject to the point of: order, and if' we sliould manage 
.spoils, then I am afte-r the spoils. to get ovel' the point o:t order we· are1 in. danger ef running 

l\lr. MANN. And if- replacing a competent Repul>lican' by an:. counter to a presidential \:eto- fot· attempting leg:~:::ltltlon.. on an 
inefficient Democrat is· after the spoils tfie gentle-man will· stillt appropriatlew bill;· but, l\fr. Chairman, there is a committee of 
be after the spoils. . the- House of hfgh sta:nd1ng~-

l\Ir. FITZGERALD: ~rr. Chairmo.11, tha·t fs a• situn.tion.. that · Ur. GILI.Jil'I'T: Will the gentleman allow a q_nestion? 
can not pos.sibly e~ist. There are no inefficient Demoerats s~ek:-· M'r: BURLEJSO:N. N-0t now. I will yield to the gentl~man in 
ing positions, and there a·re· many· incompetent Republicans hold- a minute: There fs · a. comruittee· of the House of great influence 
mg them. and lligh. standing cl1al'geabfo· with the ducy under our rules 

i\lr. l\fA~'X. r have no doubt that that is the attitmle -of all'. ef· dealing' with this· subject matter, upon. which. the gnrvc 
tbe Democratic Member& responsibility. is imposed of reporting to this House remedial 

l\Ir. GILLETT. Yes . . Mr. Chairman, I was going to· say that legislation looking to the conectfon of· this great evil, not only 
that, r tliink, pretty well justifies me in putting msself in the of reorganizing the· classified! sernce but also of looking to the 
class reprobated by the gentleman from· ffouth Cai.·oliml [Mr; elimination. of admitted superannuation which e:tlsts in all the. 
J"onNsoN]. All Democrats who want office a.re efficient' ill' the deparbnents of the Government. That committe:e was f.or many 
eyes of the- majority, and any Republican who is in the. plac-e: years presided o-rnr by a. very- distinguished' llepublican. r 
they want is inefficient. We hn.-ve been wondering· wha.t would· will not charge that the distinguishe.d gentleman has been 
be their attitude, a:nd this bill is the first in9-ication, ancl1 appar- guilty of neglect of duty, I will not charge that he has· idled on 
ently their Spartan self-denial of last sessiOn. i& loosening, and the Job; but the ctiairman· of the Committee on Reform in the 
I expect their zeal for economy will steadily diminish-and. their eivil Servic~ in the Sixty::first Congress; in the· Sixtieth· don
appetite for spoils increase. F want it to be mn:de clear that· I gress; in the Fifty-ninth Congress~ at any time that he desired 
am not criticizing this bill, but it is the last yea:r's humbug that to eorrect this great evil that has. been• pointed out by· the gentle
r am criticizing, when tliey pretended they were· not g~ing to. man from. :Mh.ssachusetts, could' have assembled th.at great com
incre:.ise any office or sulary, when they paraded· themselves a·s mittee, formulated his proposition of reform in the sh:rpe of a 
the great apostles of· reform and economy; n.nd now just as soon bill, and rep·orted it to tliis llouse for conS.ideration. Now, Mr. 
as they have the administration they desert their pa-st pro- 8hairman, it was. not the fault of· the· minority, the Democr:its-, 
fessions-: in tlie Sixty-first, the· Si~eth, and the Fifty-ninth Congres es 

l\fr. SLA:lIDEN. Mr. Chairman; will the gentleman yield?:· tliat this actibn was· not ta.ken. It was a fault, if r may- say 
l\Ir. GI-LLETT. Certainly. so, which rest~d · more· with· the chairman of the Committee on 
Mr. SLAYDEN. Is not that statement perfeet1y consistent Reform in the· Civil S-ervice· than with any- other·; and I must 

~ith the moderate increase that is made necessary by the in- say that it comes with poor grace· from the gentleman from 
crease in population? Massacliusetts, who heid the cliairtna.nsliip on the Committee 

l\Ir. GThLE'Y!'. There was just as mu eh increase last year on Reform fu the CiVi.1 Service-· for so· Tong, to come here now 
as there is this year. Tliey· did: not give a single increase la.st and'. point out that a· feeble effort is· being ma:de by the ma~ 
year ; instead they cut tlie bill down. Last year it was a jority at thiS' time· to corr~t some of these manifest abuses 
Republican administration that they were · pro\tiding for, and that now exist ini our Civil Service. It the gentleman had been 
this year it is a Bemocratic administration that they are pro- diligent whea he was at the liead o:f tlie committee which he 
viding for. I will agree that the· gentleman is correct, tha:t presided o-rer witli such grace a.nu such' dignity for so· long a 
there ought to be, in the- natural course of things; an increase time; if he had been dilig.ent· in tlie" discharge of his- duty, there 
every year. would not now be substantial basis· for the criticfsm he· directs 

Mr. SLAYDEN. A moderate increase commensurate with against those who ha-v-e had the preparatio·n of this bill. 
actual demands. Mr. GILLETT. ' Mr. Chail'man, :ii' am obliged to the gentleman 

l\Ir. GILLETT. Gerta.inly, there ought. to be, and last year for bfS. suggestion, because he unfortunately· is ignorant o:t the 
ft was not given; and tJie present administration, above any fact, as is· quite apt t<J· be the ease with tliat side of the House. 
administration I know o.f, has disclosed a genuine zeal ro~ H~ says if. I had~ done my duty· as chnirman of that committee 
economy, and. has ilitroduced reforms that right here in Wash- there· would lia\e· been such a 1·eport. Now, as- a: matter of" fact 
ington ha:ve cut off. the saiary list liundreds. ot thousands of there· was. That committee· was caned' together and that com:.. 
·dollars a year. Xet, despite th.at fact, last year. while business mittee- worked with great diligence through two· Congresses; 
was growing not an.. increase was. made. :ind: it reported u bill whicli was- the result 6f a "fast. amount 

Mr. BYRNS of- Tennessee. WUl the gentleman yieTd '!. of woFk. upen. both these suojects; which I am· now criticizing 
Mr~ GILLETr:. Certainly. tlie" Committee" on Appropriations- for negfoeting'. · 

. l\fr .. BYRNS. of· TenrufSsee. The g.entleman speaks- of' in- 1\I:r. BURLESOi~. Tlie· gentleman's sHle' controlled· the House; 
creases in salary. Will the gentlem:m;, fo:r the information of' why did not you put it through? 
the committee, state the fargest illcrease of safary that is con- M'r. GILLETT. I did not;- c-onh·ol the llouse·; r diu the· best I 
fained in· the pending-bill? coU!d. I dld· get a reno1.1: out of. the committee in fuvor of a 

l\Ir. GILLETT. OlI, I do not remember. bill to cure this supel!annuatfon and a Bill for a reclaseification. 
l\Ir. BYRNS of Tennessee. Is it not a fact tliat no increase Those bills-the present Committee on Reform in th-e Civn Serv-

of salary has been made to a- gr.eater extent than' $250?- ice, although I ha-re- urged it upon the. committee; hag I)aid no 
l\Ir. GILLETT. I should not wondert;_ attention·. to; rrut. ilie- Committee on Appropriations~ wlifch'. last 
Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. And~ the.re are not O\er 12 or: 15 ye:n .. Iiad a rule which• mad'e everyt.J:ling. in order on a- bill, could 

increases. in the entire bill. ha\e undoubtedly w:itli equal ease this yea1 .. s-ecnred' just 
Mr. GILLETT. I tliink there a:re mo1~e tlmn that; tiut- the such. :r rule. They had before tliem, or might have-:· if they w~re 

amount.. is not important; it iS: the principle t. am criticizing; not _au: as ignorant as-the g~n~leman _ from T~.xus th~t . such bills· 
iWhy do not yorr live up to the principle yon la'id down· last hUd'. been: reporfud,--tliey m1glit ha:re those bill~ which were re
:rear-u principle that is good enough .fin" a RenuBlicnn.. admin- por.ted before ~lieili, migh~ have brought t1iem. in· lr~re and used 
istration? Why do not you follow it when your own adininistra- theru as a baSis for the bill they made an.d: w1tll . the consent of 
tiou comes into power?' That fs-my c1•iticism. I run~ not criti- the Committee 0111 Rules bl'ought them ul). 
cizing the bill, but I am simplYI statihg that' you: are not" folfow- n is a: I!eform. tliut is n..s cryfog a: need for the administration 
ing. out now tlle srune unintelligent: parsilru:mywhlah; y.otr.sliowedi of tills Government as· anything. of whfch I know-those two 
fast year; and rexD_ect that n:-was ·just-xprelude-to.1fill ~JmJly pofuts, the reclassi:fi~.on. op 1:!1e service ai;td the cure of sup.er
unin1.elligent pr.odig.ality; wllen you will come to appTopr!nte for annuationl---{lnd yet the maJOI'Lty on· tiiat s1d-e of.. the House has 
your own administration. done nothing toward it except that preposterous and crude 
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proposition which was made in the last Congress, and which I 
will Yenture to predict that now when they have the three 
branches of the GoYernm·ent they will not try · to put through 
the next Congress, but will abandon it. 

Mr. BURLESON. The gentleman berates this side of the 
House for failing to do in 6 months what the gentleman failed 
to do in 14 years. 

1\Ir. GILLETT. You might have started it. You had the 
results of our work before you which you might have taken 
as a basis. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Is not the superannuation plan a pension 
bill? 

l\Ir. GILLETT. A contributory pension bill. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. l\.lr. Chairman, some features of the 

gentleman's statement are hardly in accordance with the gen
eral gentleness of discourse for which he is noted. As I hap
pened to enter the House the gentleman was endeavoring to 
point out tl1e fact that the Committee on Appropriations bad 
recommended no increases of compensation during the last ses
sion, and that in the pending bill some increases bad been made. 
He seemed to assume that the committee had refused in the last 
session to recommend any increases because a Republican ad
ministration would be the beneficiary of such increases, while 
their conduct at this time ·was prompted by the fact that the 
Democratic administration would be the beneficiary of these in
creases. The Committee on Appropriations during the last ses
sion of Congress, in view of the fact that all branches of the 
Go>ernment had been in complete control of the Republicans 
for a long period, realizing that the demand existed throughout 
the country for a halt in the extravagant program that had 
JJeen followed for years in appropriating and expending public 
money, laid down a rule that it would not recommend any in
creases of compensation in any bill reported from that com
mittee, and that unle~s imperatiYe reasons were shown it would 
not recommend the creation of any new positions. l\ly recol
lection is that the Committee on Appropriations ma.de but four 
recommendations for increases in the bills coming from that 
committee-one to correct an unintentional reduction of the 
compensation of a laborer, made by the preceding Congress; 
two to increase the compensation of laundry women in a tuber
culosis hospital in the District of Columbia; and one other that 
I do not recall. The purpose was to halt the custom that had 
been in existence of granting indiscriminately favors to those 
with the largest amount of influence and the most powerful 
connections. It was attempted to get the estimates on a fai!.' 
basis in order to be in a position to proceed to do justice in 
such instances as the .future might disclose changes to be neces
~ary. What the committee has done in the present bill is the 
best answer to the charge that the Democratic comrnittee has 
attempted to make recommendations that would be for the 
benefit of a Democratic administration after the knowledge bad 
come to the country that the Democrats were to control the 
Gornrnment after the 4th of next March. 

The estimntes submitted by this administration for amounts 
to be carried in the legislative appropriation bill are $2,2D8,-
4.G2.12 in excess of the amount actually appropriated for the 
current fiscal year, and the committee recommends a. bill carry
ing $317,627.88 less than the amount enacted in the law for 
the current year. So that the committee has recommended a 
bill of two million and about six hundred thousand dollars less 
than the present administration estimates will be required after 
the 1st of July to carry on the departmental service. Ample 
justification was girnn to a Democratic House yery greatly to 
enlarge the public service in Washington . if it had a desire to 
take any mere petty political advantage of the situation. But, 
Mr. Chairman, the committee is confronted by the fact that 
the estimates submitted by the administration for the ensuing 
ti. al year are $113,415,455.14 more than the reyenues for 1914 
estimated by the Secretary of the Treasury, as required by 
law. This does not take into contemplation the estimates for 
deficiencies that may for any reason, proper or improper, re
quire additional appropriations during this session; nor does 
it take into account whatever appropriations may be made for 
mi cellaneous items outside of appropriation bills. 

E>en· if the appropriations, estimated, in round numbers, at 
$30,000,000, for the Pana.ma Canal, reimbursable out of the 
isSU[IJ.).Ce of bonds, be eliminated there will still be a deficit of 
some $83,000,000 contrasted with the estimated revenues fore
cast by the Secretary of the Treasury. In his report to Con
gre s in accordance with the law, iu order to wipe out this 
defici t or mak~ it as low as po~sible, the Secretary of the Treas
ury eliminates the $60,000,000 required under the terms of the 
sinkin~-fund act for the redemption of the public debt. Elimi
nn ting the amount required for sinking-fund purposes, and also 
eliminating the $::!0,000,000 required for Panama Canal con-

struction purnoses, reimbursable out of . the bonds authoriz~ 
to be issued, there will still be a · deficit of over · $22,000,000, 
without ta.king into consideration deficiencies or miscellaneous 
items and without .considering ap.y autho1:izations of any ~har
acter for. new river and harbor projects or new public buildings. 

It seems to me that, instead of · criticizing the Democratic 
House for making 1:.Q.e comparatively few recommendations for 
increase!' of compensation of persons in the classified sen·ice in 
the legislatirn bill, gentlemen on that. side of the House might 
better devote themselves to some discussion or explanatfon of 
tJ;l.e very remarkable financing of public operations in which 
this administration seems. to be engaged. I take it th~t if 
Congress were to accept the estimates of the various executirn 
departments and appropriate in accordance with them this ad
ministration would ha\e the satisfaction of knowing tllat a 
Democratic Congress would be required to find at lea t 

.$83,000,000 additional to the revenues now available in order to 
meet the obligations of the Go·rnrnment. 

I hope Members of the House will bear these facts in miud 
during this coming winter, and that rn the consideration of 
legislation designed to fix permanently large annual charges 
upon the revenues of the Government some attention will be 
paid t.o the fact that it is not nece sary that Congress shall <le
n~te its time to the means by which tile public rnrnnues shall 
be expended, but that it will be necess.ary to giYe con idernlJJe 
time and thought to ascertaining sources from which additional 
public revenues may be obtained. [Applause.] 

l\Ir. l\IA1'TN. l\Ir. hairman, the gentleman from Ma snchn
setts [.Mr. GILLETT] seems to have provoked some per onal criti
cism of himself by suggestion which he made, which apparently 
were not understood on the Democratic ide of tlle House. I 
did not understand the gentleman from 1\Ias achusetts to criti
cize the items of increase of salaries in this bill at alJ. He 
merely called attention to the fact that in tile last session, wllen 
it was uncertain as to who would ha-rn control of the Gornrn
ment the next time, the Democrats had taken the position that 
they would not make any increa e of salary, and that at tllis 
time they have made some increases to which, I think, he does 
not object. 

The distinguished gentleman from Texas [:Mr. BURLEso~J, 
who hopes to be in the Cabinet of the next Pre iclent-nnu I 
agree with him in that respect [applause]-sugo-csted that it 
was the fault of the gentleman from l\fas achu etts, a the 
chairman of the Committee on Ueform in the Ci1il Service, that 
changes have not been made. 

I sened on that committee for mauy years with the g ntle
man from Massachusetts as chairman, and I cau te tify that 
there were many rocks placed in the road of his automobile in 
the line and direction which he sought to run it. I threw souie 
of them myself.. [Laughter.] He has worked- dHigently in tbi 
House for many years for the purpose of effecting reforms ill 
the administratiYe branch of the Government, and no oue ought 
to criticize him for again calling attention to what be bclieycs 
are necessary reforms, and for criticizing the other side of tlle 
House for not bringino- in those reforms. 

I do not object, l\Ir. Chairman, to the Committee on Appro111fa
tions having made recommendations of increases of alary. I 
think last year there ought to ha>e been some increase . I 
ha.Ye no doubt thl year there ought to be some increa ('S. I do 
not belie>e that the Committee on Appropriations in making 
recommendations this year have been influenced by the fact 
that they were personally intere ted in the offices where the 
salaries were increased, or that their party was personally in
terested in those offices. After a while we will -reach the r al 
distinction between Democrats seeking election and Democrats 
after election, when we are called upon to vote for · nn ex
travagant and unnecessary public-building bill and an extrnYa
gant river and harbor bill, when the boys rea.11y get in tlleir 
work on the pork-barrel bills which they were afraid to pa s 
at the last session of Congress, but which they dct rmined to 
have at this session. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
For mileage of Senators, $51,000. 

l\fr. COX of Indiana. l\Ir. Chairman, I offer the following 
arnendmen t. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Amend by adding after line 4, page 2, the following: 
"Prov-idea, That bereaftet· :Members of Congress. Delegate from Ter

ritories, the Resident Commissioner from rorto Ilico, and the n e ·ident 
Commissioners from the Philippine Islands shall be paid only their actual 
traveling expenses while traveling from their homes to Washington 
City and return on the usual and ordinary route of trnvcl from t heir 
legal residence : Proi;ided, That said sums ot money shall be paid out 
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upon the certificate of the Members ot Congress. Delegates :from Terri
tories, the Resident Commissioner from Porto Rico, and the Resident 
Commissioners from the Philippine Islands, and not otherwise." 

.Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 
order that that amendnient is not germane to the portion of the 
!Jill which has just been read. This portion of the bill deals 
with the appropriation for the Members and officers of the 
United States Senate. The amendment suggested by the gentle
man covers a great many things not at all relating to the Senate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Indiana [l\fr. Cox]. · 

1\Ir. COX of Indiana. l\Ir. Chairman, I think the amendment 
is germane to the subject under consideration. The part· of the 
bill .to which the amendment proposes to apply is-

For mileage of Senators, $51,000. 

The snbject of inquiry now under consideration is the qnes
non of mileage, and anything which relates to that subject is, 
iu my judgment, germane. · 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXI, known as the olcl Holman rule, 
i t certainly becomes germane. Anything is in order which tends 
to reduce the public expenditures and to bring economy in the 
administration of the affairs of this country. I insist that it is 
germane because it relates particularly and peculiarly to the 
subject under inquiry. 

The subject under inquiry is that of the mileage of Senators. 
While it is true that the amendment which I propose here is 
somewhat broader than the language set out. in this paragraph, 
relating exclusively to the mileage of Senators, and the amend
ment relates not only to the mileage of Senators but to the 
milea ge of Representatires, Delegates, and Resident Commis
sioners, I do not believe that under the rules and practices of 
the House its germaneness is destroyed. The vital question, as 
far as germaneness is concerned, is the question, Does the 
amendment relate to the subject under .inquiry? If it does, it 
IJecomes germane. I do not belieye the point of order is well 
taken. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentieman from New York [Mr. 
FITZGERALD] desire to be heard further on the point of order? 

l\lr. li'ITZGERALD. No; I do not. 
The CHAIRMAN. It seems to the Chair that this comes 

within the Holman rule and is germane, for the reason that it 
applies to Members of Congress and is a limitation on the 
apriropria ti on. 

Mr. MANN. If the Chairman will permit, the portion of the 
)Jill under consideration is headed: 

Legisla ti1e- Sena te. 

It is a familiar rule that an item which may be germane to a 
)Jill may still not be germane to a particular portion of the bill. 
This amendment is offered in connection with the appropriation 
for the mileage of Senators, but is not confined to the mileage 
of Senators. It includes the question of mileage for the Mem
bers of the House. The appropriation for mileage of Members 
of the House is carried in an entirely different portion of the 
bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask the gentleman from 
Illinois a question in that connettion. 

'rhis paragraph -simply appropriates for the mileage of Sen
ators, while the amendment undertakes to designate the amount 
of money that may be recei'ved either by a Senator or by a :;.\!em
ber of the House? 

.Mr. MANN. Yes. 
The CHAIRMAN. If this amen<lment is adopted here, would 

it not apply equally to Members of the House, although the ap
propriation for their mileage is made at a different point in the 
bill? 

1\Ir. MANN. It would apply if it were offered at that point 
in the bill. 

The CHAJRl.UA.l~. Even if this amendment is not offered at 
that point; this being a limitatic.n on the appropriation made 
elsewhere for the mileage of Members of the House, it seems to 
the Chair that it would apply to that appropriation wherever 
made. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. There is no appropriation in this para
grapll for mileage for Members of the House, and an amend
ment provi<ling for mileage for Members of the House, Dele
gates and Commissioners would not be in order at this point, 
because it \Yonld not be germane. At this point provision is 
ma<le to pay the mileage of Senators. Any amendment to be 
in order at this point must be germane. .An amendment pro-
11osing to r~<lnce the sta tionery allowance of ~!embers of the 
House wonh.1 uot be in order here. No more is an amendment 
to control the ,amount of mileage to be paid a Member. 

'l'he CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New ·York con
tend that a limitation on the amount of mileage receiyed by 
Senators would not be in order? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Tbat is not this question. The ques
tion is much more comprehensive than that; it embraces :Mem
bers of the Senate and Members of the House, Delegates, aml 
Resident Commissioners. An amendment affecting them is not 
germane to a pro1ision con.fined exclusively to :Members of the 
Senate. 

Mr. 1\1.Al°"N. Mr. Chairman, personally, I doubt whether the 
amendment is permissible under the provisions of the Holman 
rule. But I am inclined to think tbat both the gentleman from 
New York and myself are mistaken. An amendment if it was 
offered is germane to this portion of the bill affecting tlle mile
age of Senators, and if the item was offered as to the mileage 
of Senators, I think an amendment to that effect as to the mile
age of the Members of the House would be in order, and if so, 
it is in order as originally offered in one item. 

The CHAIRl\I.A.N. The Chair is ready to rule unless the 
gentleman from Indiana wishes to be heard. -

Mr. COX of. Indiana. l\Ir. Chairman, I do not think I have 
anything further to say except that I think it comes clearly 
under article 2, Rule ·L~, what is· known as the Holman rule, 
and, as I said a moment ago, I think it is germane. What is 
the subject under inquiry? It is the question of mileage. True, 
the paragraph relates to the mileage of Senators, but as the 
Chairman knows, Senators are Members of Congress exactly .as 
are l\Iembers of the House, and because my amendment brings 
in two more classes of persons who are Members of this same 
body, to wit, the Resident Commissioner of Porto Rico and the 
Coll)missioners of the Philippine Islands, yet I insist that that 
qoes not destroy the germaneness of the amendment which I 
offer. 
· The Chair, of course, is conversant with the rule to which 

I ha rn referred. It reads, in part : 
Nor shall any provision in any such bill or amendment 'thereto 

changing existing law be in order, except as such as being germane to 
the subject matter of the bilJ, shall retrench expenditures by the 
reduction of the number and salary of the officers- of the United 
States, by the reduction of the compensation of any person paid out 
of the Treasury of the United States, or ' by the reduction of the 
a.mounts of money covered by the bill. . 

And so forth. 
It seems to ,me, Mr. Chairman, that the amendment I haYe 

proposed to the bill · comes . squarely within that part of the 
rule. It is germane because the subject of inquiry is that · of 
the mileage ·of a part of the Members of the Congress-of the 
United States, because my amendment uses language which 
covers two or three other persons, yet the subject to which my 
amendment ·already applies is that of mileage, and I in ist is 
germane. 

The CHAIRMAN. This amendment proposes to cut down or 
limit the mileage allowed to Senators, :Members of Congress, 
Resident Commissioners, and Delegates: If it applied only to 
Senators it would undoubtedly be germane to this paragraph, 
but it is a broader amendment than that and applies to all 
Members of Congress. Now if an amendment, as suggeste<l by 
the gentleman from Illinois, was offered to limit the mileage of 
Senators had been submitted, an amendment to that amendment 
to include l\Iernbers of the lower House of this body '"'-ould 
have· been in order. So it seems to the Chair that since tile 
amendment embraces both of the subjects that would have 
been in order it is germane, and the Chair overrules the point 
of order. 

:Mr. COX of Indiana. .Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to take 
much of the time of the House in discussing this question, 
because it has been discussed on the floor of the House time 
and time again. I do not know that I can add anything to 
what has been said on this subject by men abler than I arn to 
present it. But, Mr. Chairman, I do believe that this amend
ment should carry and that it should be made permanent law. 
I think the Appropriations Committee last winter and summer 
did splendid work in reducing the a ppropriations, and I think 
they should be commended for it, and I have no doubt that their
splendid work in reducing the appro11riations wa s reechoed 
throughout the country during the campaign and materially 
aided the Democratic Party in achieving the splendid victory in 
the November election. 

The appropriations last year were reduced something like 
$31,000,000 below what any previous Congress had made them. 
I have belie1ed for some time that it was the odds and ends of 
Congress in makh~g appropriat ions that the people haYe a 
meritorious right to protest against. The people ha.ye no right 
to object, nor do I believe they do object , aga inst meritorious 
appropriations, made to legitimately run the Government. It 
will not be contended by any 1\Iember of this House for a mo
ment that it costs him 20 cents per mile each way to traYel from 
his home to the city of Washington and return by the usual 
and ordinary routes of tra>el between his residence anu the 
Capital. 
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In fact, it cnn not' po~biy CoSt -~ 20 cent per· mile. Al
most all railroads in the cuuntry ell ticketS" fCJr' 3. cents per 
mile, and this, with sleeping-cur berths and meals en r'oute~ 
does not amount to 5 cents per mile: There is not a Membe1~ 
of the Hou e, thougb he li¥e a.t· the remotest corner or section 
of the United Stutes, who can not tr.aT"el from his home to 
,wa~hington City on 5 cents a mile or less. 

It is not so much a question of sa.\ing this amotmt of money, 
though this is an iteID· ta be considered, a.s it is tlte principle 
involved in the case. When the Democratic Party got control 
of this Honse a. little O\er a year a.go it lJegan witll its pruning-
knife. It lopped oft a h'e.mendous lot of useless jobs here and 
there, ~md which were conceded ta be useless; becnuse, after 
cutting out these uselesrs jobs, the organization of the House 
moved right on, showing thnt the jobs disposed or- had been 
useie , so far as efficienCY' of the organization.. of· the rrouse is 
concerned. 

I lJelieve that the cutting out of tl'lese useless jobs- saved the 
Gon~rnment appToximately $1S-O,OOO per: year in the way of 
salaries. .Another practice has grown up here to which I could 
not subscribe, a:ml that was allowing the employees of the Honse 
a rnonth'g extra salary. Tbis was cut out by the Democratic 
caucus and saved the. country- approximately $65,000. I belie'rn 
the connh-y agreed with the De:mocra.tic Party~ when in caucus 
assembled, that it did iight in abolishing th11 large number of 
useless jobs and cutting out the extra month's pay for the 
employees of the Horu;e. 

What kind of position ha·rn we got oursel\es into by thls 
kind of legislation? · Let me appeal to you, my Democratic 
friends, who propose to stand for economy, to look this ques
tion squarely in the face. Ai:e we doing julrtice. are we doing 
right, when we say to the little employee who travels from the 
Pacific coast, at a cost to him of from $65 to $100, ma.king a. trip 
here to fill a pcsitfon the salary oi which rang.es from $1,200 
to $1,500 per year ar legs, we will deny him his extra month's 
salary, which was gizen to him for the. puryose of compensn:tt.ng 
him for his mileage, and at the same time refuse to repeal 
our 20 cents per mile and allow ourselves to be paid our actual 
traYeling expense? Is this justice? Is it right to refuse to 
allow the employees of the House their month's salary in lieu 
of mileao-e and at the same time refuse. to repeal the law allow
ino- us 20 cents pe:r mile each way for going and returning, and 
in "lieu of that allow ourselves actual traveling expenses when 
this is more than we are giving. to the· employees of the Honse? 

l\fr. BYRKS of Tennessee. l\fi'. Ch.airman, wiU the gentleman 
yield? 

.Mr. COX of Indiana. Certainly. 
i\Ir. BYRNS of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, r want- to say to 

the gentlemqn that I am. thoroughly and heartily in sympa~hy 
with the purpose of hlS' amendment, and. I have taken occasion 
to .say so several times upon this floor. I w~t to ask ~e ~e:i
tleman, with reference to the amendment as it is drawn, if It IS 
not, as a matter of fact,. possible under that amendment,. as it 
was read from the Clerk's, desk, for l\fem.bers of the House to 
go ba.ck and forth from their homes and the city of Washington. 
any number of times during the session and collect actual tra v
ellng expenses for each trip ? 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I do not believe so. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Indiana 

has expired. 
Mr. COX of Indiana. M.r. Cha.innan,. I ask unanimous con

sent to proceed for five minutes more. 
The CHA.IRMAN. Is there objection? There was no ob

jection. 
Mr. COX of Indiana. The languag.e, used by me- in the 

amendment read from the; desk follows very closely the la~ 
<l'uao-e of the old statute, which allows· Members. to collect 20 
~ents per mile each way, going and returning by the usual 
routes of travel. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee.. Does not the gentleman think, in 
order that there may be no question about it, that he better 
provide expressly upon tbe face of the am~ndment that it 
should· be paid only once during each session? 

Mr. COX of. Indiann:. · If the gentleman has any question 
a.bout it, I would be yery glad to accept snch. an amendment. 

Ur. BYRNS of Tennessee. :r am just suggesting tha.t to the 
gentleman. 

l\fr. COX of Indiana. 1\fr. Chairman, I do not beliew thnt 
the amendment I have- offered will permit a. Member of. Con
gress to charge for ditl'erent trips. In any event, I take it 
that no 1\Iember of- Congress would undertake to charge for 
more than one trip. I regard Members· 011 Congress as· being 
high-pri:eed men, a:nd r wo-uld ' not beliel'e for a moment that 
any Member; even though the· amendment which·! have· offered 
might permit him to do so, would charge for extra trips to his 

home. I do not think he- "ould do it, because of too morn l 
obloquy he would u.ndo1Ibtedly bring npon hilhself if he at
tempted to do SO; 

1\fr. KINDRED. lUr. Chairman, will the gentleman yiel 1? 
Mr. COX of Indirum. Cerlainly. . _ 
!fr. KTh1DRED. Mr. Chttirmun, I nm sorry that I lost the 

drift of what the gentleman said on this phase of the subject. 
How many trips does the gentleman's amendment anticipate? 

Mr. COX. of Ind.ia.rul:. One here· and one home. l\It". Chair
man, a yea1· ago last summer I looked into the question of 
m,ileage with so.me· consideralJle-· deg1·ee of cure. It is much 
brander than the DI€re questio.n. of mileage to Members of 
Congress. I give it as my sincere judgment that this c,onntry 
could save approximately a million. dollars a year by looking 
into the mileage proposition. The officers of the Army while 
traveling on duty are allowed 7 cents a mile while coming and. 
going to and from their posts of duty. A short time ago I 
asked the War Department to :furnish me with \oucherB or 
copies of youchers for travel pay of officers, the :ippropriation 
of which was something like $500,000, and on reading these 
vouchers I found some exceedingly interesting reading. For 
instance, each year a tremendous amount of money is paid ont 
to officers of the Army at the rate of 7 cents per mile while 
traveling from one point to another for the sole purpose of 
taking test rides. If this was remedied and the offieers of the 
Army put on actual expense basis, it would sa-ve the people a 
tremell.dous sum of money each year. 

The statute allowing Members of Congress 20 cent per mile 
was passed in 1799, long b.efore the era of railroads in this coun
try and at a. time when travel' was made on foot, on horseb:ick, 
and conveyance, and at a time when, no doubt, it cost the Mem
bers of Congress at least 20 cents per mile ea.ch way to make 
the jomneys from their homes to the capital and return. Fo-r 
instµ.nce, Members livihg in New England .and in Georgia, 
where they had to travel 600 or 700 miles in order to reach 
the capital, and over poor roads which no doubt existed at that 
time, and being several days on their journey, no doubt but 
what it cost them at least 20 cents per mile to make their jom.-. 
ney; but to-day when the remotest sections of our country, the 
United States, can easily be reached by rail in four or five days' 
travel, with fare reduced o.n all trunk-line railroads to 2 cents 
per mile, there is no reason why the old statute passed in 1700 
should not be either i·epealed. outright or amended se as to meet 
improved conditions of travel ot to~day. 

At the time when the old statute was enacted the sal:u-y of 
Members of Congress was $7 per day, and the salary has been 
increased from time to time, until to-day it is $7,500 per year. 
To repeal the old statute or to amend it by paying actual trn.T"el· 
ing- expense is in line of' progress with the interests of the day •. 
I know of no business house in this country tlla.t pays its em· 
ployees mileage, but all of them pay thefr employees a:_ctuul 
traveling expenses, and these expenses are paid out 011 \ouchers 
furnished by the employees-; 

Mr. Chairman, we can not in good faith remedy the mileage 
evil as- I think it exists in other bTanches of the Government 
to-day so long as we fail to remedy our own mileage. The la.w 
should either be repealed outright or should be- amended so as 
to pay each Member his actual traveling expen es. This is fair, 
Just, and equitable a.nd is in line willi pragressin~' business 
interests of the coufltry. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Indiana [llr. 
Cox] i& talking about a. reform making n large saving: I -am 
not taking issue with him on that point, but why should not the
gentleman go fl.lrther? I think when u: man 1s elected to tlliS' 
House and paid a salary for his services the Government ought 
to be entitled to his entire time. We are n:sked here dn.ily to 
excuse l\f embers from attendance upon the sessions of the Honse 
on account of' important business. Under· the- rules of the IIou . e, 
when a Member is absent witl10ut lenve--

Mt. COX of Indiana:. Is the gentleman addres ing that torn :· 
Mr: SIMS. The gentleman :from fndiana was talking on tlle 

subject, and I want to invite the gentleman's attention to tlli 
point: Undei:. the- rules' of the House, pe1·haps· the' law-I am not 
gure a.bout that-when a l\1ember' is absent without leave he 
forfeit his salary, and yet we every day excuse men from at~ 
tendance· on the House on account o:t important business. I.f 
the gentleman m11 fig-ui·e- uporr that he wm find tllat perhaps h.e· 
can save the- Ti·easury u: great deal by deducting the salnry 

. from Members- who are absent on important business· by refm;. 
ing to permit them to leave- this ffouse to attend to important 
private b11si:ness. I admit that when a man's family, or-a mem
ber of- same, is· ill, 01~ something of thn.t. sort; that he should be 
permitted' to leave and remain away- dUTing. sueh illne-ss; !Jut 
, hen Membe.m- lenve to attend to business· that pays them be-t
!_~1:: _t~a_n,, t~:~s_s~ary, .~hy shou!d _nat: the;} forfeit the"-salary . for 



1912. CONG-RESSIONAL. RECORD-HOUSE. 187 
the time they haYe been away attending preferably to impor
tant private business? I do not desire the gentleman to under
stand me as making a speech in opposition to his amendment; 
but since the gentleman bas started on a line of economy, why 
not pursue it in this direction and not have the whip of this 
House wear himself out to get a quorum here at times when it 
is yery important to haYe one because gentlemen are excused by 
this House on account of important business. It seems to me 
while the gentleman is advocating reforms-and I think he is 
perfectly sincere-that he might urge reforms all along the 
line and refuse any Member of this House leave to be absent 
simply because he has important business, and thereby he will 
save many more thousands of dollars than he is now trying to 
save to the Treasury and at the same time expedite the legisla
tion of this House Yery materially; and yet when we hear read 
from the desk that Mr. A or Mr. B asks leave of absence for 10 
days on account of important business I do not hear the gentle
man from Indiana or anybody else object. 

.Mr. BUTLER. How do you save the Treasury when he is 
here? 
~r. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, this question of mileage 

has been discussed in the House during my entire 14 years of 
service. From time to time yarious Members haYe suggested 
that the amount of mileage allowed to Members be reducy<J.. I 
have YeI'Y little interest in the matter; that is why I ha Ye at 
times participated in the discussion. The a mount of money 
paid to me each session of Congress under the law is $92, so 
that it makes little difference whether we abolish the mileage, 
reduce the rate, or fix some other basis upon which it shall 
be paid.- The Committee on Appropriations reports the amount 
necessary to pay the amount of mileage under the existing law. 
It did not take up or discuss or consider the advisability of 
changing the present allowance. During the present Congress 
at each of the two previous sessions the matter was presented, 
debated, and decided in the House, and upon each occasion the 
House by a substantial majority determined that it would not 
change the rate of mileage. 

In view of those circumstances, the. committee presented the 
bill carrying the amount necessary to pay mileage in accord
ance with existing law. I do not care at this time to discuss 
at length the necessity, the advisability, or the propriety of 
changing the present rate. Members from a long distance who 
are compelled to close their homes and moye their families
in many instances part of their hou~ehold goods-and establish 
themselns in Washington for a period running from four to 
eight or nine months, insist that the expense incident to such 
change or transfer of residence for themselves and their fam
ilies is- not more than met by the allowance under this statute. 
Arguments have been made that the purpose was not only to 
cover the personal trayeling expenses of the Member himself, 
but to compensate him for all the expenditures necessitated by 
the transfer of his family and his home to the capital during 
the period he is required to remain here. AU the reasons for 
and against the present rate and proposed change of rate are 
familiar to the Members of the House. I think we can easily 
determine the question without very much discussion. 

1\Ir. SISSON. 1\Ir. Ohairman, I will detain the House for 
but a moment. I do not know that the amendment is so 
drawn that it would limit the Members to only one trip, but 
the proponent of the amendment states to me that that is his 
purpose and his intention. l\Iy objection to the present system 
of paying mileage is this: The gentlemen who live within a 
few miles of the Capital get a very small or practically no com
pensation at all. A man living at the distance from the Capi
tal that I do gets something like $4.00 mileage. Those out West 
get o"\"er $1,000 mileage. 

Now, the original discussion in reference to mileage paid in 
the First Congress hung upon this proposition, that the com
pensation of all Members of Congress should be the same. 
Therefore, in settling the question as to the location of the 
Capital, it was arranged so that those people who lived close 
to the Capital, who would have to pay but little money to get 
here, and those who liYed a long distance from the Capital, 
.who would have to pay a great deal more to reach the Capital, 
should get the same amount of salary. Under the old rules of 
traveling by stagecoach the amount paid originally was to pay 
actual trayeling expenses for one round trip. Now, this mileage 
proposition presents an inequality of compensation which is not 
justified. I would prefer, rather than to have items for all sorts 
of expenses paid, to have a mileage basis such that it would be 
fixed by law, say 5 cents a mile for each way. That would cer
tainly cover the expenses of a man and his wife, because you 
only pay now about 2 cents a mile for traveling expenses. 
Kor do I think it absolutely necessary that the expenses of the 
entire household should be borne by the Federal Government in 

getting to th~ Capital. I shall vote for the amendment which 
is offered by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CoxJ, but I hope 
he will so word the amendment that it can be beyond question 
that only one mileage shall be allowed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend
ment. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, there ne·ver will be any entirely 
satisfactory solution of the question of the payment of expen es 
for Members coming to Washington from their homes, be
cause there is no way, of .which I know, at least, of absolutely 
equalizing the matter. It would be a very easy matter to pro
vide for the payment of expenses of the Member of Congress 
himself, and .if it is the desire of Congress to haYe men come 
here from home and leave their families behind, that is a very 
good way to proceed. I would much rather have a Congress 
composed of Members with their families here, and men living 
with their families in Washington than have the families of 
1\fembers at home and Members carousing here in Washington, 
because that is almost the inevitable effect. There is not a 
legislature in this country at any State capital where· members 
go to the legislature for a few days in the week by themseh·es 
and go borne at the end of the week, where they transact busi
ness with the same degree of propriety and sobriety as is 
done in Washington, where Members come and bring their 
families with them. 

Now, there is no equitable way that I know of fully deter
mining the method of expenditure for bringing a man's famiJy 
here. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. S1ssoNJ suggests 
that 5 cents a mile each way will bring a man and his wife 
here. I do not know where it will do that. Possibly "it will 
from Chicago, but I do not know. I know of no place in the 
country generally where you can travel at that rate. But a 
man and his wife are not the only members of many families. 
It is desirable that men who are elected to Congress have the 
ability to bring their children here, who ought to be under 
the control of the father and the mother. It is immaterial 
to me whether this amendment is agreed to or whether they 
pay mileage at all; but I know :Members in this House whose 
mileage does not cover the expenditures which they make to 
bring their families to Washington. I believe that it is to the 
interest of the Government that the families of Members do 
come, as far as it is possible to bring them. • 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is oi,:i agreeing to the amend
ment offered by the gentleman ffom Indiana [Mr. Cox]. 

1\Ir. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, there seems to be some 
question about the amendment. I ask unanimous consent to 
insert in my amendment the following words: " going to and 
returning from each session, for one trip only." 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani
mous consent to amend his amendment in certain particulars 
named by him. Is there objection? 

There was. no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 

amendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana. · 
Mr. CANNON. What is the amendment? 
The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be reported again. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
After the word "residences " insert " in going to and returning from 

each session, for one trip only." 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 

amendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana. 
The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that 

the "noes" appeared to have it. 
Mr. COX of Indiana. A division, 1\Ir. Chairman. 
The House divided; and there were-ayes 21, noes 37. 
Mr. COX of Indiana. I make the point that there is no 

quorum present. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will count. [After counting.] 

One hundred and three Members are present-a quorum. The 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Office of the Vice President: Secretary to the Vice President, $4.000 ; 

messenger. $1,440 ; telegraph operator, $1,500 ; telegraph page, ~600 ; 
in all, $7,540. 

l\fr. i\IANN. Mr. Chairman, I moye to strike out the last 
word. I would like to inquire what are the duties of the tele
graph operator to the Vice President and of the telegraph page. 
We abolished the telegraph instruments in the House appar
ently without any detriment to anyone except those who held 
the places. But why does the Vice President need a telegraph 
operator and a telegraph page-both? · 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. I will say to the gentle
man that the telegraph office at the Senate end of the Capitol 
is not exclusively for the use of the Vice President, nor ' is the 
page ~"{elusively for his use. It is simply a convenience pro
vided for the use of the Senate. 
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1\lr. MA:!.~. '_That .applies ia The :telegrnph ~operator 1!1Totilled ·sible ito ~x: ·adequate compensation -for 1:.he men who re~ardless 
.:tor. by ~-e Senate? . . ! ·:orf the ·Change :of political :control of these two Hou~es bare re-

M.r. JOJIN~(i)N of .:Sonth 1Cnrolina. iyes.; to 'the :telegri:rph rtalned, tand perform ·faii!hful and ·peoulia1·ly efficient se{-vice by 
op7rator .P1·ov1ded for by the :senate. H.'he Vice ~esident ·:i.p- ~giving iihem additional com_pensation. !When they go out .df 
J>O:intB the .messenger. office, their sucaesscn'B nre given rthe ·compensation ..fixed :for the 

l\fr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, is it not a fa.ct that the appro- .places. 
pr.i~tion ior ±he ·maintenanc.e .ef :this telegra_p1l wh·e that. ior- illhe disbursing . .officer of the Senate has been :reoei"ving this 
~~Jy :r;an .b~tween the Cap.1:t~1 and the ,depaDtments ·hruJ =be-en compensation .for many years, and..it would1be !Illanife tly .unfair 
·dIBc~ntinued_ . . . ' to.him a:t this time to ·trttempt to reduce his .compensation $1,250. 

l\li: • . JO~SON of Scmth Carolma. Only .as to the Hous.e of Mr. ·CULLOP. How long has 'this gentilem:m •held this posi-
Representatives. tian? 

J\1r. ,P~iiIDR. Do they still maintuin :a elegra.ph line from Mr. F.ITZGER.A:LD. The clerk of 1the Committee on .A.ppiro-
;the · ~a-pi.tol aro~d t~ -the - d~p~1~ents? . . . . -priatioD£l sa-ys he has ·been .there about 40 years. 

i\'.!~. ~OHNSON tof South ·Carolina. 1I understand 1thrut ·they ~o . , Mr. OUIJLOP. !How !long has lthis item 'been •carnied d.n the 
1\Ir. PALMER. It ~ough~ ,to :be .cut out. . bill in this wa:y at the inCI·eased salary? 
.Mr: MANN. I ~agiee wi:th the gentleman tfrom Penns.ylrnrua l\fr. FITZGERALD. :Six or eight iyears. 

that 1t. ongh~ to be cut ·ouf: . ~ . Mr. OUDLO~ .. :I think ~t ought to be droppell, and ;r move .to 
The OHAI~. ~he Clerk cw.Ill read. amend by strikmg out, im lines 16 B.ind 17 ithe words " and 
'1.'.he Clerk Iea.d as follows: '$1;250 additional while the o1fice ·is .held ib.y llie present incum-
Office of Secretary : Secretary of he ·senate including compensatiOll bent." 

ns disbursing ·officer of ·salaries of Sena.tors and of the contin.gent fund The 'OHAIR~IA.N Th tl f .of the .senate, -$6,500; hire of horse -and 'Wagon for the Secretary's . . . • e rgen eman . rom Indiana {Mr. CULLOP] 
office, $420; .Assistant Secretary, Henry M. Rose

1 
.$5 ooo; chief clerk, withdraws his point of cmder and offers an amendment which 

3,2u0; financial clerk, $3,000 and $1,250 adclitionai while -the office the Cleek -Will report. ' 
ls .held by the ·present incumbent; minute and journal <!lerk principal T~ ('Jlerk read as follows: 
clerk, reading clerk, and enrolling clerk, at :i;S;OOO eaeih.;' -executive 
clerk, and assistant .financial .clei:k, .at .$.2,750 ,each.; librarian, file .clerk, " Amend, page 2, lines 16 -and 17, by striking out, ·after .the figures 
chief bookkeeper, assistant 'journal clerk, two clei;ks Qrintincr .clerk, . $3,000," ~e wo.rds ''.and $1,250 .additional while rtbe ·office is held ·by 
·and clerk compiling a history of revenue bills, at •$2 500 .each; first the present mcumbent" . 
assistant librarian, .$2,400; ·keeper of stationery $2,400; .compiler of Mr . .FOWLER. .:Mr. Ohnilman, I des~ ... e to 1reserve a porn· t of 
Na.vy .Yearbook and .Senate ·report on river and .harbor bill, $2,2.20 • .u.. 
indexer. 'for -Senate 8Ul>lic documents and. two clerks, at $.2,220 each! order against this _pa:ragJ:aph. .I .wa.s on my feet for the pur~ 
two clerks, 1lt ·$2,10 each; ·assistant ·librarian, $1;800 ; assistant 1Ibra- ipose .of doing so :when ithe :point of order was :reseI-ved 1by the 
-rian, '$11600·; ·skilled ·laborer, . 1,200; clerk, $1; 00; cler"k, · 1;60.0; gentle.man from -Indiana i[Mr. OULLOP.] . 
.assistant .keeper of stationery_, '-2,000; .assli!tant in .stationery .room, h 
"$1,.200 ; .nressenger, $1,440 ; assistant messenaer, $1;200 ; three laborers, T e .OHAIR:M.AN. The ·gentleman ·tro.m Illineis reserves the 
at $-Sl!O each·; 1ihree ;laborers, at $-720 .each; ilano1•er :m stationery room point ·Of order against the rttem. · 
: 720.; in all, .$94,040. ' ~r. .FITZGERALD. Is the :gentleman going ~o -make the 

Mr. :CUIJLDP. Mr. Chairman, I desire to rese1-ve a _point of 1>0mt or not? This is the ·salary-that tills man ,has been .:ueceiv
order against the foTiowing '.in the 'bill, on Jines 1.6 and -17 : -ing. If the gentleman intends to m..uke !the ·point of .ro.·der let 
':And $1,'250 while the office is 'held ~ :the ,J>resent incumbent:" him make it. ' 
'I desire to reserve a ,point of order .against 'that part of it. I .Mr . . FOWLER. J: make .the :POint ·Of ,order, .Mr . . Ohai.tman. 
~onld "like to aSk .the .author .of .the bill or ;the .gentleman ·in Mr. FITZGERALD. .I -wish to .submit .to the ·Chair that it Js 
charge of JJle :nm a question almut that. .Is the :salary of this ·not - ~bjec.t to the point .o:f order. This .man is ·receiving this 
officer, .the 'financial Clerk, D.xea "by Jaw a:t $3,000 a ,year? .llarticula:r .£um ·for the cur..uent .Ye9-r, and under :the .rul~s :of 

..Mr. JOHNSON of ·south Carolina. No. the ·Chalr :where 'the compensation of an officer is .not fixed by 
Mr. DULUOP.. 'W·hy ·is -It that 1t is _proposed 1n thls bill to ..statute.his .compensation is !the.amo.unt which .h~ ~eceives in .the

1 

s~y that 'this incumbent sh:i.11 :have an increase of $1;250 while . ·current !1PP~.Prlatio~ .act This .particular compensation, e.x
be holds .the .offi.oe? _pressed m ,this 'Particular .form, Js .the .compensation ·fixed .by 

filr. JJJlllTSON of South Carolina. .This .a:p_propriation Jias the c.urr.ent Jaw. 
been carried in the .bill .for ,maJ:ly yea.i:s. rt was :put in .by .the '-!-he .ClH.~.IBMAN. The ·Chair dlo.es not understand whefuer 
Senate, .and .under .the :rules .of •comity :that ebta:in '.between the ' this :salary is fixed .by .stat?±e· . 
.Ho.use and the Senate we .have ill.O Eeans of inquiring mto the · Mr. FTirZGE~.ALD. It IS nQt. lt J.S o.nly ii:s:ed by the cur-
propriety •of those expenditur~s .that th~y 1Ilake for ,their con- .Tent '.Ilpp1!opt.ia:t10n law. 
venience and comfort. Mr. ·CilLLQP. Mr. ·-Ohai:crnan, that w:as .the ireason :why I 

.M-r. F..BCZGERALD~ Mr. -Ohair.man, theFe J.s .a ·different JJea- · :made . .IIlY motion to amend ·instead of ,making ·the 1PO.int of .order, 
son. The occnpant .of ,this place :has not on1y -:occupied it .fo.r · •because the -gentleman .:from Ne.w -Yark [Mr . .FITZGERALDJ had 
many years, but ne 1s a ,peculiarly .ex..Pert :man. The :Senate has answeI,ed me .that .the .·s~ry was .not .fi~ed 1>-y law. 
done .with reference to .this . .officer -w.ha:t the House ihas done with ~he ;CHAIRMAN. If ;this ·comp-ensation is not ·statutary, .the 
reference to the clerk of the Committee an ..ApprQpriations. pomt lS not 'Well ;taken. 1f t~~ .gentleman. from Illinois [M.r. 
E-rerybo~y rec0gnizes his peculiar .fitness. "J'hey did .not fix ..Fow:umJ filas an_y statute pronS1on ..fixing this salary, .the Chair 
the compensation above a certain . amount; amt 1tb.e_y .. felt .that -will .hear .it. _ . 
because oif .long years of .faithful .and efficient er;vice this par- .. . .Mr . .F.OWL~.. ¥r: :Charnnan, r .do not ·know whether there 
ticular officer, wll.ile .occunying :the place, should b.e J>aid this .I-s a statute .Jixrng tbis salary ·Or not. J: ,presumed that 'there 
·additional .sum, and :that .when .lle went out Of .the .o.ffice -his ~as, as the.;Salai,-y llad been fixed :at $.3.;000 and the a;ppropria
successor would be paid what it had JJeen c.ustomru.-y .to ,pay tion ·for this bas befill: cru.:ried -f~r .many years .past Jit that 
prior to the ti.me it :was thought pi:oper to give nim .tliis pro- amount. "J: Jla:v .. e .not taken the ,.pams to look ·up tliis salary as 
motion. · to whether it is fixed by Jaw ·Or .not. "This lilll ·came in and was 
M~. CULLoP. With .all due .deference to rthat -e~lanation, 11rinted last .Iiigb.t, and this_ ~orning was. ~e . ..first , opp~r~unity 

J: thmk it would be proper, if the salary is to be .rais.ed, to ,raise I had for the purpose of making an exammation of :the bill. 
it in the regular way_ Everybody lrnows that :if -this is carried The CHAJRM.A.!'l. The precedents a.re to the effect .that 
in .this manner 1n the appropriation •bill .it .means ±hat thls will where -~e .salary J.S not fired ·by .statute the ·past and •current 
be the permanent salary. appropriations ma:ke it law, nnd therefore the Chair overrules 
· Mr. FITZGERALD. Oh, no. the iPOint .af ·Ol!dei:. The que~ion:recurs on :the amenilment ·of-

1\Ir. CULLOP. That it will be .the .salary o:f .the s.uc.cessor of 'fe11ed ;~y :the _gentleman f1·om Indiana .to strike out ce1'tain lan-
this. man. I ·do ·not .tbink that :is a proper way to .raise the ,gua.ge. . . . 
salaries of officers. If he is worth $1,250 a year more than the .rrhe .question was ta:Jren, and :the amendment was 1ost. 
snJary, his saln.ry ought to be increased :Qy the .. ammmt of The Clerk rend as 'follows: 
$1. ,250 a. wear, :a:nd :we ·augh. t ;not :to carry .it .along in .this 1way, Cle.rks and messengers to the followJng committees : .:Additional :A.c-

d t b it th 
·~ . ·commoda.tlons !for the Library of Oorrgress-clerk $2,:220 messengor 

3Il !lDY :ra gm.en , · ecause illeans e :UXIDg ,of .the :permanent :,$1,440; ..kgrictilture .and ,Forestry-clerk ·$2,500, inssistant •.clerk '$1,800 
salaTy at ·$?1;250 :a y.ear. .messenger $1,440; Approprintions-clerk ~4,000, ·two .as.siatnnt .cle1·ks at 

Mr 'FITZGERALD The rO'en:tih-~ 1·s a'-~01,,,tely .,,.......;s~n1.. .$.2;?500 each 'two assistant clerks at $1,440 each, messenger · ~1,lHO, 
• • · b .uaJ.li.l,.ll ~ ""' IA.LU. ~en. 'laborer $720 ; To ·Audit and 'Control ·the •Contingent 'Expenses :"of '1:ha · 

Mr . . 01eav:es, ·who ~as -connected 'with the ;Committee ·On A.ppro- 1Senate--cletk '$2;5DO, messenger $11440, messenger 1,200; 1Canrullan 
priations in the Senate fur .about 36 years, .received 1dw;in,g .the :Relatlons-=clerk ~2,22Q, .messe.Qger 1,440, messenger $1,200; Census
la.tt_er y.en:rs nf. ·ms :service $1,000 ·adclltio.nal to the 

7
usnal co.mnen- clerk .$2,.220, assistant clerk $1,200, .messenger .51,440·; ·Civil Service and 

4-; :n ~ n..=I. "1-..nt d "' 'Retrenchment-clerk '$2,220, messenger 1,«o, "JDessenger '$1;20.0. 
Ba:won. -~~O:VU.olOil :WS.S 1mi.l.U.e wui. · Ul'IQ.g .:his d.nCUJiiben.C.Y that \Claims--fclerk r$2,500, :asststnnt ·cler.k . $2,000, :assistant clerk ·$1,i40: 
.additional .Rum .shenld be -paid to hlm. W.h.en be •died ·and his messenger $11200 ; Coast ;and lnsulnr ·Su.rvey-clellk $2,.220, .mess.engel' 
successor -wa.s :appointed, :that additiona1 :$1,000 -wa:s '.dro_pped ]f ,440; ·coas.t: . .Defenses-clerk -$2.1.220, assistant cl0'rk 1.i.4. 40, :messenger 

t f th 
· t• b"ll m" ;200; ~commerce-clerk ""$2,oOu, ·assistant Cle1'k $1as00, messenger 

ou o e appropna. Ion i . :.u..i.e 1punpose was ,to make it :pos- .. ;f!i.£0.; i.CDiife.renc.e :Minority ·of '1:be :Senaw--olerk :$2,220, :assis.tant 
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clerk $1,SOO, messenger 1,200; Conservntion of National Resour~s
cle1·k $2 220 assistant clerk $1,200, messeno-er $1,.HO ; Corporations 
Organized in' tbe District of Columb1a-de1·k $2 220, messenger $1,440; 
Cuban Relations-derk $2,220, assistant clerk $l,440, messenger $1,200; 
DisR.ositlon of Useless Papers in the Executive Depa.rpnents--:-elerk 
$2 220 messenger $1,440 ; District of Columbia--clerk $2,oOO, assistant 
clerk $1 800 messenger 1,440 ; Education and Labor-clerk $2,220, 
assistant' clerk 1,440, messenli~.r $1,200 ; Engrossed Bills-clerk $2,220, 
messenger $1,440 ; Enrolled Bills-clerk $2,2~01• assistant clerk $1,-1440 ; 
To E~mine the Several Branches of the C1vu Service--c.lerk $~.220, 
messenger $1440 · Expenditures in the Department of Agriculture-
clerk $2,220, messenger $1,440 ; Expenditures in the Department of Com
merce and Labor-clerk $2,220 messenger $1,440 ; Expenditures in the 
Interior Department--clerk $2,220, messenger $1,440, messenger Sl,200 ; 
E xpenditures in the Department of Justice--clerk $2,220, assistant clerk 

1,440; messenger $1,440 ; Expenditures in the Navy Depar~ent--clerk 
2,220 messenger ;l,440, messenger $1,200 ; Expenditures m the Post 

Office bepartment-clerk $2,220, messenger $1,440, messenger $1,200; 
l!lxpendltures in the Department of State-clerk $2,220, messenger 

1 440 · Expenditures in the Treasury Department-clerk $2,220, mes
senger '$1,440, messenger $1,200 · Expenditures ln the Wru· Depa.r~
ment-clerk $2,220, messenger $1,440, messenger $1,~00 ; Finance-elem: 
and stenographer $3 000, assistant clerk $2~:2Q. assIStant clerk $1,600, 
assistant clerk $1 440 messenger $1,440 ; JJ"ISnerles-clerk $2,220, as
sistant clerk $1,440, 'messenger $1,440 ; Five Civill;Zed Tribes of In
dians-clerk 2,220, messenger $1.440 ; Foreign Relatlons--clerk $2,500, 
assistant clerk $2,220, messenger ·$1,440; Forest Reservat!ons and Pro
t ection of Game-clerk $2,220, messenger $1,440; Geological Suryey
cle1·k $2,220, messenger $1,440; Immigration- clerk ~2,220, ass!stnnt 
clerk $1,800, messenger $1,440 ; ID<;lian Affairs--;--clerk $2,500 assistant 
clerk $1 440 messenger $1,440 ; Indian Depredations-clerk $2,220, mes
senger $1 440 · Industrial Expositions-clerk $2,220, messenger $1,440, 
messenger' $1,200; Interoceanic Canals-clerk $2,220, assistant clerk 
$1,440, messenger $1,200; Interstate Commerce-clerk $~.500, two 
assistant clerks at 1,800 each, messenlJer $1,440 ; To Investigate TJ.:es
pussers on Indian Lands-clerk $2,22u, messenger $1,440 ; Irrigation 
and Reclamation of Arid Lands-clerk $2,220, messenger $1,440, mes
senger $1,200 ; Judicinry--clerk $2,500, assistant ~erk $2,2~0, two 
assistRnt clerks at $1 800 each, messenger $1,440 · Jomt Comnnttee on 
the Library-clerk $2,500, assistant clerk $1,440, messenger $1,200 ; 
Manufactures-clerk 2,500, assistant clerk $1,440, messenger $1,440 ; 
Military Affairs-clerk $2,500, assistant clerk $2,220, assistant clerk 
$1 440, messenger $1,200 ; Mines and Mining-clerk $2,220, messenger 
s1:440, messenger $1,200 ,t l\Ilssis ippi River and Its Tributaries-clerk 

2 220 messenger 1,44u; National Banks-clerk $2,220, messenger 
1'440'· Naval Affairs-clerk 2,500+.. assistant clerk $1,440, messenger 
1'440 ! Pacific Islands and Porto .ttico-clerk 1!2,220, assistant clerk 
1'800' messenger $1,440; Pacific Railroads-clerk $2,220, messenger 

s1:440'; Patents-clerk $2,220, messenger $1,440, mes.senger $1,200 ; 
Pensions-clerk $2 500, assistant clerk $1,800, three ussrnta.nt clerks at 
$1,440 ea.ch, messenger $1,440; Philippines--clerk $2,220, assistant 
clerk $1,800, messenger $1,440 ; Post Offices and Post Roads--clerk 

2 500, three assistant clerks at $1,440 each, messenger $1,440; clerk 
of' printing records $2,220, assistant clerk $1,8001 messenger $11440 ; 
Private Land Claims-clerk 2,220, assistant clern $1,800; Privileges 
and Elections-clerk $2,1.220 assistant clerk $1,440, messenger $1,440 ; 
Public Buildings and urounds-clerk 2,500, assistant clerk $1,440, 
messenger $1,440 ; Public Health and National Quurantine--clerk 
$2 220 assistant clerk $11440; Public Lands-clerk $2,500, assistant 
clerk '1 800, assistant cleu 1,440, messen~er $1,440 ; Railroads-clerk 

2,220, messenger $1,440 ; Revolutionary Claims-clerk $2,220, messen
ger $1,440; Rules--clerk $2,220, assistant clerk $1,800, messenger 
$1 440 ; Standards, Weights, and Measures-clerk $2,220, messenger 

1' 440 ; Territories-clerk $2,220, ass.lstant clerk $1,440, messengei' 
1' 440; Transportation and Sale of Meat Products-clerk $2,220, mes

senger $1,440 . TranS{>Ortation Routes to the Seaboard--clerk $2,220, 
messeng>er $1,440; Umversity of the United States--clerk $2,220, mes
senger $1,440 ; Woman Satirage--clerk $2,220, messenger $1,440; in all, 
$370,940. 

:Mr. FOSTER. l\Ir. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I want to inquire of the gentleman in charge of the bill 
in relation to these clerks. I observe here that it has pronded 
for clerks in the Senate to the amount of $370,94.0, while for the 
clerks of the House the amount is $162,230. I realize that 
this has been the practice for some time, but I want to inquire 
if e committee has ever made any investigation in reference 
to this matter of the great diffe!·ence in the amount between 
the two Houses-the amount appropriated for the Senate clerks 
and messengers and janitors and those of the House. For in
stance, in the Post Office and Post Roads they have a clerk 
at $2,500, three assistants at $1,440 each, and a messenger at 
$1,440; while in the House Post Office and Post Roads Com
mittee, the committee that prepares the bill and gets it ready, 
they only have a clerk at $2,500 and an assistant clerk at 
1,400 and a janitor at $1,000. There seems to be a great 

difference in these two items. 
Mr. BUTLER. Senators have more post offices than Mem

bers of the House. 
l\fr. FOSTER. The question with me is whether the com

mittee has ever investigated this matter to ascertain if there 
was any real necessity for this large number of clerks or is it 
simply because the Senate has asked for them? 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. The Committee on Ap
propriations of the House has no means of ascertaining the 
value of the work of clerks to Senate committees. I will say 
that the conference committee on the last legislative bill held 
out for many days and weeks against what the Senate was 
asking for, but it is simply impossible to get this bill through 
without giving them the clerical help they think they need. 

Mr. FOSTER. So they simply make the claim that they 
n ee<J. this great number of clerks. 

l\fr. JOHNSON of South Oarolina . We can not c-0ntradict 
their statement or prove that it is not true. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask a ques
tion. I have not had time to CDmpare the present bill with 
the last bill, but I want to a.sk the gentleman in charge of the 
bill when did the clerk to the Committee on Woman Suffrage 
creep into the appropriation bill? 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. I do not know, but they 
have such a committee there and it has a chairman. 

l\Ir. COX of Indiana. This is the first time that I ever saw 
it carried in an appropriation bill. • 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It has b€en in the bill right along. 
Mr. COX of Indiana. For how many years? 
Mr. FITZGERALD. I do not remember, but long enough. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Office of Sergeant at Arms and Doorkeeper: Sergeant at Arms and 

Doorkeeper, $6,500 ; horse and wagon for his use, $420, or so much 
thereof a.s may be necessary ; Assistant Sergeant at Arms, $2,500 ; 
As. istant Doorkeeper, $2,592; Acting Assistant Doorkeeper, $2,592 ; 
4 messengers, acting as assistant doorkeepers, $1,800 each ; 37 mes
sen!?t'rs, at 1,440 e:ich; 2 messengers on the floor of the Senate, at 
$2,000 each; messeng(!.r at card door, $1,600; clerk on Journal work 
tor CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, to be selected by the official repoi'ters, 
$2,000 ; storekeeper, $2,220 ; upholsterer and locksmith, $1,440; cabi
netmaker. 1,200; 3 carpenters, at $1,080 each ; janitor, $1,200 ; 4 
skilled laborers, at $1,1.000 each ; skilled laborer, $900 ; laborer in charge 
of private passage, $~40; 3 femule · attendants in charge of ladies' re
tiring room, at $720 each; chief telephone operator, $1,200
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operato1·s, at $900 each; night telephone operator, $72 ; telephone 
page, $720; superintendent of press gallery.!. :i;l,800; assistant superin
tendent of press gallery, $1,400; laborer, .,,840; 27 laborers, at $720 
each; 16 pages for tbe Senate Chamber, at the rate of $2.50 per day 
eaeh during the session, $8,440; in all, $136,244. 

.Mr. l\I.ANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I notice an item is · carried here for pages for the ses
sion at two and a ·half dollars per day. The computation is for 
211 days. I notice that the bill provides that wherever the words 
"during the session" occur it shall mean 211 days from Decem
ber 1 to June 30. 

.Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. These estimates were sub
mitted by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. l\IANN. I understand that the arithmetical computation 
was made by the Secretary of the Treasury, but probably not 
personally. It amounts to 212 days, as anybody can easily see, 
and I wondered whether it was desired to have it accurate. 

Mr_ JOHNSON of South Carolina. It will be corrected. This 
is a Senate matter. 

Mr. MANN. It is immaterial to me whether they appropriate 
n. sufficient amount or not; I do not know whether it ever is 
expended or not. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
For mileage of Representatives and Delegates and expenses of Resi

dent Commissioners, 175,000. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
amendment, which I send to the Clerk's desk and ask to have 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Amend by striking out the period at the end of line 7, page 12, and 

insert a colon and add : 
" Prov ided, That hereafter Members of Congress, Delegates from 

Territories, and Resident Commissioners from Porto Rico and the Resi
dent Commissioners from the Philippine Islands shall be paid only 
their actual traveling expenses while traveling from their residences 
by the usual route of travel to Washington City and return once for 
each session of Congress, and which sums of money shall be paid out 
on the certificate of the Member of Congress, the Delegates from 
Territories, Resident Commissioners from Porto Rico, and Resident 
Commissioners from the Philippine Islands and not otherwise." 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Indiana. · 

Mr. COX of Indiana. :Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to detain 
the committee but a moment. In response to what the gentle
man from Tennessee [Mr. SIMS] said a moment ago, when the 
other amendment was under discussion before the House-and 
I regret he is not now in the Chamber__:_there may be evils along 
the line that he suggested, and if there be any let him go to 
work and correct them. A part of his speech, I take it, was not 
addressed to me personally. I think every :Member of this 
House knows that last year I could not be here. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, the gentleman ought to know that the 
gentleman from Tennessee did not refer to him. In the absence 
of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. SIMS], permit me to 
suggest to the gentleman from Indiana that his statement is 
entirely unnecessary, and he is too sensitive. The gentleman 
from Tennessee carefully stated that he referred to absence 
on account of important business, and the gentleman from 
Tennessee explained to me that he did not wish the gentleman 
from Indiana to think his remarks were personal to the gentle
man from Indiana. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I take it for granted that they were 
not personal. 
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Mr. · MANN. And I think the Members of the House under
stood. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. I want to take this occasion here to 
say that I have never, during the six years I. have served in 
this House, asked to be excused on accolmt of important busi
ness. Only one Qµsiness has ever k~pt me away from this 
House, and I do not care anything about discussing that. 
. I desire to reply to what my friend from Illinois, who said a 
moment ago when the other amendment was · up, about our not 
being able to bring our families here if either of these ~rpend
ments should obtain, w~thout paying their expenses out of our 
own pocket. The people in our districts do not vote for the 
members of our families, but they voted for us, and while I am 
in thorough accord with the gentleman from Illinois l.n that 
every Member of Congress, if it be within his power, should 
bring his family here, yet I do not believe that the family should 
be brought here at the expense of the people of this country. 

I desire to enlarge a little on the course that we have pursued 
in this House. I do not understand how a Member of Congress 
can justify himself in voting against this amendment when he 
stood in this caucus and voted against appropriating one dollar to 
pay the little employees of this House an extra month's sal
ary, because, forsooth, they have never been allowed mileage. 
I always understood that during the time that the Republican 
Party had control of this House the month's salary was 
allowed to the employees of the House to compensate them 
because of the fact they were not allowed mileage and in a meas
ure to equalize and justify the mileage which the Members of 
Congress appropriated to themselves. I am not quarreling 
about that. In my candid judgment the position assumed by 
that side of the House was much more equitable and just than 
the position which this side of the House is assuming to-day. 
I believe that the country thoroughly approved the course which 
our party adopted in cutting out ·that e:x;tra month's salary 
allowed to the employees. I think that the country believes 
that the employee who wanted the job and knew exactly what 
tlle pay was before he took it was perfectly willing to pay 
bis traveling expenses here to assume the job with the burden 
it carried. I think the country is in accord with us upon the 
theory that we did right in cutting it out. We_give to ourselves 
20 cents a mile. Is it right, is it just, is it equitable, are we 
dealing with our own employees upon a just basis? I appeal to 
the Members upon this side of the House. I belie-ve, as I said 
a while ago, that the entire traveling allowance for all Govern
ment employees should be put upon an actual cost basis, or else 
wipe it all out~ It is not alone to us that this applies, but it 
should apply to various other branches of the Government, and 
if we on this side of the House are in good faith trying to 
work out economies along this line, we can save the country 
approximately $1,000,000 a year; but can we do it? Oan we 
afford to take from the Army officers of this country their 7 
cents a mile unless we take out ours? Can we afford to put the 
Army officers of this country upon an actual travel pay unless 
we put ourselves upon that basis? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that 

the noes seemed to have it. · 
On a di-vision (demanded by Mr. Cox of Indiana) there 

were-ayes 18, noes 40. 
Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 

order there is no quorum present. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will count. [After counting.] 

One hundred Members are present, and there is a quorum in 
the committee. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. l\fr. Chairman, I offer the following 
amendment: After the words " one hundred and seventy-five 
thousand doJlars " insert. · 

The CHA.Ill.MAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The- Clerk read as follows: 
Provided, That not in excess of 10 cents a mile by nearest route be 

allowed for mlleage in any event for one trip to or from Washington 
for each Member during a session o! Congress. 

l\lr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, it is evident from the 
vote of the committee just had on the two amendments offered 
by the gentleman from Indiana [l\fr. Cox] that the temper of 
the committee is not such as to reduce the mileage of Members 
and Senators to the actual expenses of travel. I supported 
both amendments offered by the gentleman from Indiana and 
now offer this amendment as a fair, reasonable compromise and 
concession in the matter if it should be the disposition of the 
committee to reduce the present 20-cent mileage. It occurs to 
me, Mr. Chairman, that 10 cents a mile each way, cutting half 
in mo the present mileage, is fair, and will allow a Member who 
may desire to bring his wife and an additional member of his 
family actual tr::treling expenses, and at the same time extracts 

from the existing law that phase that the public can not fully. 
comprehend, which is, Why is it under the name of mileage 
20 cents a mile each way should be allowed a Member of Con
gress for railroad fare, when 2 cents is the usual rate? I 
favor this amendment for the sake of the policy that it involves 
rather than the amount of money it saves. No great sum, 
viewed from the standpoint of appropriations for the support 
of the Government, will be saved if this amendment is adopted, 
or if the amendments of the gentleman from Indiana were 
adopted, but when we deal with what is nominally an allowance 
for our expenses in coming to and from Washington it seems to 
me that we might by adopting this amendment occupy a ground 
that would be better comprehended by the public .and appro
priate a sum adequate for our expenses where our families are 
not unusually large. I trust that the committee may give to 
this amendment favorable consideration. Viewing the entire 
mileage proposition in its present light and recognizing that 
session after session this question of 20 cents a mile each way 
for a Member of Congress from his home arises, and it will con
tinue to arise, we may well adopt 10 cents for tra-veling expenses 
instead of the 20 cents. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Georgia 
has expired. 

.Mr. FOWLER. l\lr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gentleman 
a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. FOWLER. I ask for an extension of his time for one 

minute. 
The CHA.IRMA...~. Is there objection? [.After a pause.] 

The Chair hears rione. 
Mr. FOWLER. I desire to know why the gentleman did not 

include Senators in his amendment as well as Members of the 
House. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. The Senate provision has ah·eady been 
passed and that of Representatives just reached. If the Hou e 
should place this limitation now upon the mileage of Members, . 
as a matter of course the limitation could be placed by re
currence to the Senate provision. I have no objection to its 
being placed in at this time, if such amendment be offered. 
I propose this amendment with no personal element involved. 
When I come on to Washington with my crowd I bring a wife 
and four other passengers who pay full fare, and in the course 
of a year or two will have another one paying full fare. As a 
general policy, however, it seems to me wise and right to at 
least cut the present allowance for travel from 20 cents a mile 
to 10 cents. Therefore the pending amendment is addressed to 
the judgment of Members. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend
ment offered by the gentleman from Georgia. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced the noes 
had it. 

On a division (demanded by Mr. RoDDENBERY) there were---
ayes 16, noes 51. 

So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 

amendment. 
The CIIA.IRl\IA.N. The gentleman from Indiana offers an 

am·endment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Provided, That he~·cafter not more than 5 cents a mile shall be paid 

to Members of Congress, Delegates, and Resident Commissioners of 
Poi:to Rico and the Philippine Islands, for one · trip in traveling from 
their homes to Washin~on City and return, traveling by the usual and 
ordinary route of travel. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Cox]. 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Division, l\fr. Chairman. 
The committee divided; and there were-ayes 15, noes 48. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con

sent to revise and extend my remarks in the RECORD. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani

mous consent to revise and ex.tend his remarks in the RECORD 
on this subject. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to object, I 
simply would like to ask the gentleman whether in extending 
his remarks in the RECORD it is his intention to represent the 
Members of Congress outside of those who agree with him as 
a kind of crook, trying to grab money out of the Treasury 
without being entitled to it; whether he expects to show in his 
remarks that his associates in Congress are far beneath him on 
the question of honesty and honor! 

Mr. COX of Indiana. l\Ir. Chairman, I nm astonished at 
the gentleman from Illinois. 
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lU.r. MA.i~. Tbe gentleman is not more astonished at me Mr. JO~SO~ of South Cnrolillil. 1\Ir. Chairman, I can not 
than I have been at bim this. afternoon. consent to go back in the bill. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. He has certainly ne-ver found any- Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, wm th gentleman withhold 
thing inserted in the RECORD yet which I have put in by unani- his objection for a moment, while I explain exactly what it is{ 
mous consent with whieh he could find any criticism whatever. The amendment may not be clear. 

Mr. MANN. I frankly say that I never have. The CHAIRMAl""{. Does the gentlem:rn from South Carolina 
Mr. COX of. Indiana. And I frankly s::i:y that I would notr reserve his objectio-n? 

under leave to print, print that which I would not say on the l\fr. JOHl.'iSON o:t South Carolina. I reserve it. 
floor o! this Hause in the presence of every mun here. . Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairmu~ the purpose of the runend-

lli. l\1ANN. I have no objection to the gentleman stating ment is this: I understand that it is now the law, where a 
facts as long as he does not impugn the motives of .Members of vacancy occurs, by death or otherwise, from a district and that 
Congress, and there is a great temptation to do it, I hn:ve no- vacancy is filled by an election held some time subsequent, no 
ticed, from gentlemen who ha.ve made this proposition. matter how long~ that when the Member so elected to fill the 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana. [Mr-. Cox] vacancy takes his seat as a Member of the House he draws the 
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD salary from the date of the death of his predecessor. Now. l\Ir. 
on this subject. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chairman, that is the law, as I understand it. 
Chnir bears none. The Clerk will read. Mr. :MANN. Does the gentleman yield for a question 7 

The Clerk read as follows: Ur. FITZGERALD. There is no su.ch law. 
Office of the Clerk: Clerk ot the House of Representatives,. including Mr. GARRETT. Has it not been the practice? 

compensation as disbursing officer of the contingent fund, $6,500; hire Mr. FITZGERALD. The practice has been that when a 
of horse and wagon for use of the Cle:rk's office, 900, or so much thereof "llf 
ns may be necessary; Chief Clerk. $4'.500 ;- Journal clerk, and two reading JJ ember is elected to fill a. vacancy the compensation has accu-
clerks, at 4,000 each ; disbursing clerk. ~3,400 ; tally clerk $3,300 ~ file mulated. Nobody has ever discoYered any law authorizing it, 
clerk, $3,250;. enrolling clerk, 3,000; chief bill clerk, $3,000; assistant and in some instances Members have declined to draw the 
to Chief Clerk, and assistant enrolling clerk, at $2,500 each; assistant 
disbursing clerk, $2.400 ; stationery clerk. $2,200 ; librarian, $2,100 . money. 
assistant file clerk, ~1,900; two as istant librarians, and one clerk, at Mr . . MANN. Would the gentle1llilll from Tennessee explain 
$1,800 each ; three clerks, at $1,680 each ; bookkeeper, and assistant in what would happen under the gentleman's provision if some one 
di bursing office, at $1,600 each; fonr assistants to chief bill clerk, at is seated by the House') He does not file any certifi"'ate of 
$1,500 each ; stenographer to Clerk, $11400; locksmith, who shall be ' '-
skilled in bis trade, $1,300; messenger m Chief Clerk's office, and as· election. Would he not be entitled to any pay? 
ststant in stationery room, at $1,200 each; messenger fn tile room.i mes- A-1r. GARRETT. Oh, of course the gentleman knows my 
senge1w Jn <lisbursing office, and assistant in House library, at ~1,100 dm t 
each; stenographer to chief um clerk, 1,.000; three telephone operators, amen en d<Yes not contemplate that. 
st 900 each; three teleph{)ne session operators, at $75 per month each Mr. MANN. The gentleman's amendment COTers it, whether 
from December l, 1913, to June 30, 1914; telephone operator, $!}00; for it contemplates it or not. I have just read the gentleman's 
services of a substitute telephone operator when required, at $2.50 per- amendment. It not only covers th.at, bnt 1·t would :-,"o CO"'er 
d:i.y, $200; two laborers in the bathroom, at $900 each; two laborers, &.ui:; ' 

and page in enrolling room, at $720 each; allowance to Chief Clerk for any time until the ce.rtificate of election is filed. 
stenographic and typewriter services, $1,000; 1n all, $92,82:5. Mr. GARRETT.. Of course I did not ha•e that in mind. 

.Mr. FOWLER. l\fr. Chairman.., I reserve a point of order to Mr. MANN. That is the reason why I called the gentleman's 
this paragraph. I desire to ask the chairman of the committee attention to it. 
wherein the $575 is for which is proposed in this paragraph Mr. FITZGERALD. I suggest that the gentleman from Ten-

. more than was appropriated for the same purpose in the bill nessee be permitted to make his statement about it. 
during the last session. Mr. GARRETr.. Mr. Chairman, if it be. then, the practice 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. This bill provided for and not the law, then the law and not the practice should pre
some people who were paid for the sessic:m only, and. the bill vail. It has at least been a custom long continued in the 
that was passed last year provided for the short te.rm of House, and no reflection, of course, is intended by me on any 
Congress, from December to March. and this bill provides for Member who has taken the salary, because it is the custom. 
the long session. But~ Mr. Chairman, there is no reason for. there is no equity 
Mr~ FOWLER. Does it come in the item of three telephone in, the payment, by custom or by law, of a salary that accumu

session operators, at $75 a month eachr from December 1, 1913, lates before a man ever takes his seat in this House or before 
to June 30, 1914? I compared It carefully with the law passed he is even elected. 
at lust sessio~, and I could not find where the discrepaucy Mr. l\IANN. Mr. Chairman, would not the gentleman yield 
came in unless it comes in with the item I have referred to. for another question? 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. We have not changed any Mr. GARRETT. Certainly. 
rate of S!lla.ry, and have not p1·ovided for anybody wh<> is not Mr. MANN. Supposing the Member, as was the case in the 
provided for by law. last Congress, was unseated in the House and the contestant was 

l\Ir. FOWLER. The bill last year provided for $92,250. Now sworn in. Does the gentleman from Tennessee desire to have 
this provides for $92,825. r have compared it carefully, and r the contestant receive the pay only from the time he was 
have been unable to detect wherein the amounts for the several sworn in? 
items in this bill differ from thos.e m the law of last session. Mr. GARRETT. No; I think in equity the contestant ought 

:Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. The gentleman can under- to draw the salary. 
stand very well that the session employees who. are paid from Mr. ~IAJ\TN. What difference is there between them? The 
December to l\farch would not get as much as the session contestee has l>een serving, and has been receiving the pay. 
employees who are paid from the 1st of December to the fol- Why should the contestant be paid if he was not serving, was 
lowing July. not here, had nothing to do, and rendered no service? 

Mr. FOWLER. They are only for the telephone operators Mr. GARRETT. That, of course, was not the fault of the 
who are so employed 7 contestant. There is an equity there. I think the gentleman 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. That is all. recognizes a decided difference in the equity between the case I 
Mr. FOWLER. And it must appear in that item? have prese.nted and the case he presents. Does the gentleman 
Mr. l\IANN. That is what it is. That is the amount of money. , from South Carolina object to 1·eturning to that point in the 
Mr. GARJ3.ETT. l\ir. Chairm~ I ask unanimous consent to bill? 

return to Iine 5 on page 12, for the purpose of offering an Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, the dis-
amendment. cussion that is going on between the gentleman from Tennessee 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GAB- [Mr. GARRETT] and the gentleman from lliinois [Mr. 1UA1rn] 
:&ETT] asks unanimous consent to return to line 5, page 12, for shows that it is a matter that ought to be referred to some 
the purpose of offering an amendment. committee having jurisdiction. I do not want to be discour

Ur. JOHNSON of South Carolina. What is the amendment, teous, but I can not consent to go back in the bill. 
Mr. Chairman 7 I reserve the right to object. I want to know The CHAI.RM.A....~. The gentleman from South Carolina ob-
what it is. jects. The Clerk will read. 

Mr. GARRETT. I said it was for the purpose of offering an Mc. LAFFERTY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment 
amendment, which I send to the Clerk's desk. which I send to the Clerk's desk. 

The CHA.IRl\liN. The Clerk will report the amendment. The CHAIRMAl~. The gentleman from Oregon offers an 
The Clerk read as follows: amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
At the end of line 5, add: Tbe Clerk read as follows: 
"Provided, That no part of this appropriation shall be expended fn On page 13, line 16. after the word .. each," strike out the semi-

. the i,:>ayment of any salary to any Member, Delegate, or Resident Com- colon and insert the following : 
missioner fo.r any time prior to the filing of bis certificate of election "Pr()1)ided, That the bathroom shall remain open during the sessions 
with the Clerk of the IIouse of Rep1·esentatives." of Congress until 7 o'clock at night." 
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l\Ir. FITZGERALD. I make the point of order that that is 
legislation. 
· l\:Ir. JOHNSON of South Carolina. We ha·rn passed the 
paragraph. 

l\Ir. FITZGERALD. That makes no difference. It is legis
la tion anyway, and subject to the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York makes the 
point of order that this amendment is legislation. 
· l\fr. LAFFERTY. If the gentleman will reserye his point of 
order--

1\Ir. FITZGERALD. Oil, no; it is a matter that ought not 
to be in this bill at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Ohair sustains the point of order. 
The Clerk will read. . 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Clerks, messen"'ers, and janitors to the following committees : Ac

counts-clerk $2:500, assistant clerk $1,800, janitor $1,000; Agricul
ture-clerk $2,500, assistant clerk $1,800, janitor $1,000 ; Appropria
tions-clerk 4,000, and $1,000 additional while the office is held by 
the pre ent incumbent, assistant clerk and stenographer $2,500, as
sistant clerk $1,900, janitor $1 ,000 ; Banking and Currency-clerk 
$2,000, assistant clerk $1,200, janitor $720; Census-clerk $2,000, 
janitor $720; Claims-clerk .,?;500, assistant clerk $1,200, janitor 
$720; Coinage, Weights, and roeasures-clerk $2,000, janitor $720; 
District of Columbia-derk $2,500, assistant clerk $1,800, janitor $720; 
Elections No. 1-clerk $2,000, janitor $1,000; Elections No. 2-clerk 
$2,000, janitor $720; Elections No. 3-clerk $2,000, janitor $720; En
rolled Bills-clerk $2,000, janitor $720 ; Forei~n Affairs-clerk $2,500, 
assistant clerk $1,800, janitor ~720; Immigration and Naturalization
clerk $2,000, janitor $720; Indian Affairs-clerk $2,500, assistant clerk 
$1,800, janitor $720 ; Industrial Arts and Expositions-clerk $2,000, 
janitor $720 ; Insular Affairs-clerk $2,000, janitor $720 ; Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce-clerk 2,500, additional clerk $2,000, assistant 
cle rk $1,500, janitor $1,000 ; Irrigation of Arid Lands-clerk $2,000, 
janitor $720; Invalid Pensions-clerk $2,500, stenographer $2,190, as
si stant clerk $2,000, janitor $1,000; Judiciary-clerk $2,500, assistant 
clerk $1,600, janitor 720; Labor-clerk $2,000, janitor 720; Li
brary-clerk $2,000, janitor $720 ;· Merchant Marine and Fisheries
clerk $2,000, janitor $720 ; Military Affairs-clerk $2,500, assistant 
clerk $1,500, janitor $1,000; Naval Affairs-clerk $2,4001 assistant 
clerk $1,500, janitor $1,000; Patents-clerk $2,000, jamtor $720; 
P ensions-clerk $2,500, assistant clerk $1,600, janitor $720 ; Post 
Offices and Post Roads-clerk $2,500, assistant clerk $1,4001 janitor 
$1 ,000 ; Printing-clerk $2,000, janitor $1,000; Public Bnildmgs and 
Orounds--clerk $2,500, assistant clerk $1,200, janitor $720 ; Public 
Lands-clerk $2,000, assistant clerk $1,200, janitor $720 ; Revision of 
the Laws-clerk $2,000, janitor $720 ; Rivers and Harbors-clerk 
$2,500, assistant clerk $1,800, janitor $1,000; Rules-clerk $2,000, 
janitor $720 ; Territories-clerk $2,000, janitor $720 ; War Claims.,
clerk 2,500, clerk to continue Digest of Claims under resolution of 
March 7, 1888, $2,500, assistant clerk $1,200, janitor $720; Ways and 
l\fea.ns-clerk $3,000, assistant clerk and steno~':'apher $2,000, assistant 
clerk $1,900, janitor $1 ,000, janitor $720; in au, $162,230. 

Mr. LAFFERTY. l\1r. Chairman, I move to strike out the 

Mr. l\IA..i.""\-r:N'. There are plenty of places in hotels and else-· 
where where bathrooms are open all night. 

Mr. FITZGER4i\LD. There is a commission, a superintendent, 
and a custodian in charge of that building. Any complaint 
which the gentleman may have as to the hours of labor of the 
various gentlemenly employees in the building could properly 
be presented to them. I do not think it makes much difference 
in the gentleman's attitude to assert that he would not have 
voted to put a bathroom in the building, "Qut that as long as it 
was put in before be came to Congress he is perfectly willing 
to avail himself of the facilities afforded, not only in the day
time, which seems to be sufficient to satisfy eyerybody else, but 
even in the unseemly hours of the night. 

Mr. OLl\ISTED. l\:Ir. Chairman, some few years ago I stopped 
at a large and fashiona.ble hotel in Richmond, Va., where in 
each bedroom there was posted on the wall a notice giving 
the rates charged for the use of the room and cautioning guests 
to put their valuables in the safe, and below that there was this: 

N. B.-Massage treatment on the office floor. 

I h_ave no doubt that in the gentleman's hotel he can get 
massage either on the office floor or elsewhere, and can al o 
take a bath; or it would perhaps obviate the difficulty if he 
would obtain permission of the House to absent himself while 
the House is in session and take a bath over here in the day
time. It. seems to me it is unnecessary to make thes~ colored 
men work more than 8 or 10 hours a day to accommodate 
Members who want to take a bath at night. 

Mr. LAFFERTY. The gentleman from Penn ylvania is going 
out of Congress, and I do not think he has taken a bath very 
often while he has been here. 

l\Ir. OLMSTED. I have never taken one at the expense of 
tlie public, here or elsewhere. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the reading 
of the bm. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
For nine clerks to committees, at $6 each per dny during the session, 

$11,340. 
Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. l\Ir. Chairman, I haYe 

an .amendment to offer. 
The CHAIRl\fAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
On page 16, line 9, strike out $11,34.0 and insert in lieu thereof 

$11,448. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

last word. I do so for the purpose of calling the attention of Office of Doorkeeper: Doorkeeper, $5,000; hire of horses and wagons 
l\lembers of the House to the amendment I offered a while ago, and repairs of same, $1,200 or so much thereof as may be nece sary ; 
which was ruled out on a point of order. special employee, John T. Chancey, $1,800; special employee, ~1 , 500; 

n'he Go"rernment has expended thousands of dollars to pro- superintendent of r eporters ' gallery, $1,400; Janitor, $1,500; 16 mes
-'- • sengers, at $1,180 each: 14 messengers on the soldier. ' roll, at $1,200 

vide a bathroom in the House Office Building. The bathtubs, each; 15 laborers, at $720 each; laborer in the water-closet $720; 
towels, and everything have been provided at Government ex- laborer, $680; 2 laborers, known as cloakroom men, at $840 each; 

· t' f $l 800 t 1 8 laborers, known as cloakroom men, 2 at $720 each, and 6 at $600 pense. This bill carries an appropria 10n o , o emp oy each; female attendant in ladies' retiring room, $800; superintendent 
two colored gentlemen over there to look after the establish- of folding room, $21500 ; foreman, $1,800 ; 3 clerks, at $1,600 each · 
ment, but they close up at 6 o'clock sharp eyery evening. If messenger, $1,200; Janitor, $720; laborer, $720; 32 folders, at $900 

each ; 2 drivers, at $840 each ; 2 chief pages, at $1,200 each ; 2 mes
any 1\Iember of this House desires to go over there after sengers in charge of telephones (one for the minority), at $1,200 
adjournment this evening to take a bath, he will be unable to each ; 46 pages, during the session, including 2 riding pages, 4 t elephone 
do so. There is no reason why a mandatory provision should pages, press-gallery page, and 10 pages for duty at the entrances to 

· · th t th b th h 11 · the Hall of the House, at $2.50 {>er day each1 $23,150 ; superintendent not be put in this bill reqmrrng a e a room s a remam of document room, $2,900; assistant superrn.tendent, $2,100; clerk, 
·open till 7 o'clock p. · m. $1,700; assistant clerk, $1,600; assistants-7 at $1,280 each, one at 
_ Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield for a question? $1,100; janitor, $920; messenger to. press room, $1,000; in all, $158,250. 

Mr. LAFFERTY. Yes. Mr. FOWLER. 1\Ir. Chairman, I reserv<i a point of order on 
l\Ir. FITZGERALD. Does the gentleman from Oregon think line 10, page 17, two messengers in charge of telephones. The 

these two colored gentlemen who work all day should work all last bill contained but one. 
night as well? l\Ir. JOHNSON of South Carolina.. There is no increase in 

l\lr. LAFJ:!""'ERTY. I contend that no man should work more the force. 
than eight hours a day at any ,occupation, but there are two - Mr. FITZGERA.LD. There have alway~ been two messen
of these colored gentlemen, and there is no reason why one of gers. 
them should not work part of the day and the other one the l\fr. FOWLER. The appropriation for this same item was 
other part. $13,800 in last year's bill. Now it is $23,150. "\Vhat is the 

l\fr. FITZGERALD. They are both busy giving baths to necessity for the increase? 
l\Iembers during the daytime. Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. That is due to the fact 
· l\fr. LAFJJ~ERTY. One of these gentlemen is a masseur and that we are now appropriating for the long session of Congress, 
the other is a corn doctor, and they ply their occupations during while in the last bill we appropriated for the short session. 
the daytime, receiving tips from each individual whom they Mr. FOWLER. Is it all due to that? 
wait upon, and incidentally they perform the services for which Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. It is all due to that. We 
they receive $900 a year each. For that reason I say they have not pronded for a single person in the House force that 
·should be required to deYote their services to the Government has not been provided for by law. We have created no new 
of the United States. offices and have increased no salary. Any differences that may 

I would not have voted in the · first place to put a bathroom appear in the paragraphs are caused by people being transferred 
in the House Office Building for the use of l\Iembers of the from. one paragraph to another, or from one bill to another, and 
House of Representathes, but as long a.s it is there, I say these from the fact that this is appropriating for the long session 
gentlemen, who are· sening the Government, should be required instead of the short. There is no change in the law as to the 
to stay there at least until the hour the House usually ad- number of offices or rate of compensation. 
jonrns. But I do not go that far in my amendment. I only Mr. FOWLER l\Ir. Chairman, with that explanation, I 
require that they wait there until 7 o'clock. withdraw the point of order. 
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- The-Clerk read as follows: 
-office of Donrkeeper: Doorkeeper, $5,000; hire of horses and ,,a.,.ons 

and rc·p.1irs of same, $1,:!00. or so much thereof as may be nece sary; 

- is· going on in the House: If seems to me the "hips ought to 
make these appoirttments. 

peci:il rnployee, .John T. Chancey, ·1, 00; special employee, $1,uOO; 
impcrin!cndent of reporters' galleey $1,400: janitor, $1,500; 16 me -
' ng-ers. nt 't. ·1 (I each: 14 messengers on ' the soldiers' roll, at $1,200 
mch; 1:; laborers, at 720 each : laborer in the water-closet. $720; 
lal>orei·, .'G:SO; 2 lallorers. known as cloakroom men, at $840 each; 

Irr borer•, known as clo!ikl'Oom men, 2 at $720 e'lch, :ind 6 at 600 
each; female attendant in ladies' r tirin~ room, $800; superintendent 
of folding room, ··1,::;00 · foreman. 1,. Ou; 3 clerks, at $1,600 each; 
messen;{er. 1.200; janiror .. , 7'.lO; ln.bot·er, $720; 32 foldet·s, at $900 
<'ach; 2 rltivers, at ~ S-!O each; 2 chief pages, at $1,200 each; 2 mes
sengers in charge of telephones (1 for the minority). at $1,200 each; 
<J.G pages, during the session, including 2 riding pages, 4 telephone pages, 
press-gallery page, and 10 pages for duty at the enh·ances to the liall 
of the House, at $2.50 per day each, $23,150; superintendent o~ docu
ment room, $2,900; assistant superintendent, $2,100; clerk, ~l,'iOO; 
n sistant clerk, $1.600; assistants-7 at $1.280 each.I. 1 at $1,100; 
janitor, $920 ; messenger to press room, $1,000 ; in all, -i>l58,2u0. . 

l\lr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. ~fr. Chairman, I offer the 
following amendment. 

~'he Clerk read as follows: 
On pa.,.e 17, in line 14, strike out "$23,l;;O" and insert "-$2-i,3 0." 

In line 18, strike out'" 'lG ,2o0" and insert in lieu thereof" $159,480." 
'I'he amendment was agreed to. · 
The Clerk read as follows: 
For clerk to the conference minority of the Honse of Representati'ves, 

2,00\); assistant clerk, $1,200; janitor, $1,0UO ; in all, :;:-!,200. Said 
c,lerk, assistant clerk, and janitor to be appointed by the chairman of 
the conference mino_rity. 

l\lr. JOHl~SON of South Carolina. Mr. hairman, I de ire 
to offer the following amen<lment. 

The Clerk reau as follows: 
For messenger in the minority caucus room, $1,200 ; and tor messen

ge1 .. in the majority caucus room, $1,!.:00. 
l\ir. JOH)i"SON of South Carolina. i\lr. Chairman, these two 

places are carrieu in the deficiency bill of last year, anll it was 
desired that aJl of the employees of the House should be pro
vided for in this bill, and so they a.re brought forward from 
another appropriation bill. 
. Mr. BARTLETT. :\fay I inquire if the House did not pass a 
resolution providing for their continuation to .June, 1913 ·? 

Mr. MANN. There was a resolution passed first by the 
House, and then it was put in the deficiency bill in conformity 
;vith the resolution. 
r :Mr. :E'ITZGERA.LD. Mr. Chairman, I am familiar with the 
matter. In the last session the request was made of the Com
mittee on Approvriation to carry these two messengers as they 
had been provided at other times. No resolution had been 
adopted by the Hause upon the report of the Committee on Ac
counts. The Committee on Appropriations thought that was 
the authority needed to give the Committee on Appropriations 
autl10rity to provide for the messengers in tlle legislative bill. 
Subsequently the Committee on Accounts reported a resolutjon 
providing for these messengers, and when the deficiency bill 
was before the Ho~ISe provision was made for them in accord
ance with the resolution. -

Mr. BARTLETT. My recollection from the IlECORD is that 
the resolution in the deficiency bill carried them to the 1st of 
July, 1913, and the statement was made, as I recall, that that 
was the intention only to provide for them to that time. This 
provides for them from the 1st of July, 1913, to the 1st of July, 
1914. 

l\Ir. FITZGERALD. Under repeated rulings, once arr em
ployee has been authorized by resoluti-on of the ComLlittee on 
Accounts it is in order to carry him on the legislative bill. 
. Mr. BARTLETT. I want to say to the gentleman that I 
have made no point of order against this. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I understand; I am explaining the 
rea on for this action. At the last session the committee de
clined to carry them because ' tliere had been no re ·olution. 
They were originally put in the bill by the Senate. 

l\fr. BARTLETT. That is correct. 
1\lr. FITZGERALD. When the Committee on Appropriations 

made up the bill for the current year, as there had been no 
resolution adopted by the House, the collllllittee refused to carry 
these messengers. Subsequently the Con:unittee on Accounts 
took the matter up and the House adopted the resolution and 
they were carried in the deficiency bill. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I think this appropriation should 
be made, but it seems to me there ought to be a provision malle 
as to the method of the appointment of these messengers: 
Would there be any objection to providing in the bill directly 
that tlley shall be appointed by the respective whips of the two 
Ride ? These messei~gers, ~vhile they are called messengers to 
the caucu· room.s, hnve been and are intended to be, so I under
•tand. meRse11ger · for the two whips of the two sides of the 
Hon~e. The wbjps ueed tbe men to ·help do the work in get
ting MeruL>ei· IJ.ere ~rntl in kee11iug l\lembers advised as to what 
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l\Ir. JOH~SON of South Carolina. We understand that these 
employees are to~ aid · the whips of the respective sides of the 
House. I supposed they would make the appointments. I have 
no objection to an amenllment that will so provide. 

Mr. M..A.....~N. In the resolution which was first passed in the 
deficiency appropriation bill, the men were specifically mimed. 
That is all right as far as it goes, because they were nameLl by 
the two whips of tlle two sides of the House, but the whips 
will be different in the next Congress, possibly-certainly, on 
this side. The whip on this side of the House is elected by the 
caucus, and 1 suppose that is true of the gentleman·::i side of the 
House. 

l\fr. BA-RTLETT. Yes. 
Mr. ::\l.ANX So that when thev are elected, it seem to me, 

they ought to haYe the naming of the men 'ybo are _to clo the 
w:ork under them. I htn-e prepared an amendment l1Utting it 
all in one i tern : 

To continue the employment of mes. engers in the majority and 
minority caucus rooms, to be appointed by the minority and majority 
whips, respecti>ely, at $1,200 each; in all, $::?,400. 

l\lr. JOHNSON' of South Carolina. I haYe no objection to 
that, · and I will withdraw the amendment that I ha Ye anll 
offer that one. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman fr1;1m South Caroliua offt'rs 
the following amendment, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follmYs: 
After line 3, page 10, insert: 
"'l'o continue the employment of messengers in tlw majority and 

minority caucus rooms, to be appointed by the majority antl minority 
whips, respectively, at $1,200 each ; in all, 2,400. 

The CHAIRl\IAN. Tlle question is on the awendnY'nt offered 
by the gentleman fro)TI South Carolina. 

Mr. FOWLER Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
agajnst that. There is a method of uppointiug employees iu 
this House, which was adopted at the beginniug of 1.he Sixty
secon<l Congress and is in force now, whereby the employees uf 
the House are selected, and a committee for that purvose is now 
in existence. 

.;\fr. FITZGER..d.:LD. But the gentleman misnndersti:mdK. 
This is not a change of the present practice. Tllese two me.·
sengers are authorized and provided for and haYe vracticnlly 
been appointed by the two whips, as designated here. 

Mr. FOWLER. That may be true now, and may ha rn been so 
in the past. 

:;\fr. FITZGERALD. They were fit the time of the arrauge
ment of which the gentleman speaks. 

~fr. FOWLER. I do not so understand it. I <lo not umler-
stand that there was any excevtion made whatever. If you lay 
clown the bars in the case of these hvo messengers. you mny 
jnst as well lay down the bars in every other i:;en e of 1.he 
word and let it all go back to the Speaker of the House. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. 'The gentleman is mistaken. There is 
only one place that might be affected. The minority em11Joyee · 
were never selected by any committee of the majority. One of 
these is for the minority caucus room and tlle other is for the 
majority caucus room. At the time the Democratic caucus 
adopted the rule appointing a. patronage committee this was not 
one of the places that was distributed as patronage in that 
way. The occupant was selected by the Democratic whip. 

.!Ur. FOWLER. Is there any reason why these employees 
should be selected different from other employees? 

i\fr. FITZGERALD. Yes; there is. 
l\Ir. FOWLER. And was there any exception made at the 

time of our caucus rule? 
1\Ir. FITZGERALD. There is a reason for it. 
1\Ir. MAN]{ . . Mr. Chairman, will my colleague permit ' an 

interruption for a moment? 
Mr. FOWLER. Yes. 
l\Ir. MANN. This would not affect tlle selection of this em

ployee. by the Democratic caucus or by the committee on patron
age appointed by the Democratic caucus. This is only · a 
method, so far as the House is concerned. The patronage com
mittee of the Democratic · caucus is not a committee recognized 
by the House itself. For instance, we provide in this bill for 
offices under the Doorkeeper. The Doorkeeper makes the ap
pointments as far as the House is concerned. The Postmaster 
makes his appointments so far as the House is concerned, as 
does the Clerk of the House and the Ser~eanf at Arms; but 

- the Democratic patronage committee, ·as for as tho . .:e officials 
a re. concerned, selects for them the officialR, and that committee 
can do the' same thing about tllis. This 1n·o,·i.·ion wonltl not 
affect that at all if the caucns <lesires it to he inclndctl in tlte 
appointments to be macle by the patro11:1~e ·lrntwittee. 

1\Ir. FITZGERALD. Tlle gentleman is mi~t:1keu nllout 1.ltl.·. 
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Mr. :FOWLER :I do not _so 1.mderstand ·tt. 1f we .make :an 
e:x:ce1)tion in one case, you then lay down the 1bars .and :make an 
ex ·eption nll along the ine. 

i\Ir. GARRETT. Will ·the genble:mn.n .permit? 
Ir. FOWLER. (Jertainly. 

l\Ir. GARRETT. I call the attention of the gentleman from ' 
Dlinois to the fact that the rules of the .House provide that these 
Yarious officials under the ·Sergeant at Arms, the 10lert:, the 
Doorkeeper, the Postmaster, shall ·be appointed by -those respec
tirn offiaeTs, and theoretically they are so ·appointed. Tbe 
method by which they are chosen now is an unofficial method, 
'\'\"ith no regular or appointing force as fur rui the law is con-

. eerned or as far us 1the rules of the House are concerned. 
l\Ir. FITZGERALD. Unless the appointment of these officials 

is Ye ted in some one, if a \acancy occur no one has authority 
to place his succe or •O'n the ·p.ay roll, so as to get any money, 
rmle the Committee on .Accounts 1reports u .resolution. 

l\lr. FOWLER. .Mr. Chairman, if the e two me engers .are 
to be appointed in a different way from that which was adQ11ted 
QY the majority of the House at the -beginning of this Congre ·s, 
tllen I repeat that you might just as well do away with the com
mittee which was appointed to distribute the patronage in this 
Rouse. 

Mr. 1\I~"N. I can a ure my colleague there is no -such in
teution on my part, and I do not think the amendment offered 
by the g~ntleman from outh Carolina would affect the patron
age committee at all. 

l\Ir. FOWLER. ·I am not complainin('J' at anyone for offering 
such a resolution. I am only complaining because of the :fact 
that in my opinion such a precedent as contemplated by this 
amendment might become an entering wedg-e to de troy our 
method of selecting the _pah'onage l>y a committee instenu of 
leaYing it to the Speaker. 

.Mr. 1\!Al\TN. Unless I am misinformed about it, the ·chairmen 
of ome of the committees who had patronage thought the com
mittee did not share in the other patronage jn ,the Hou e. Now, 
the bill specifically pro\ides that the chaixman shall appoint 
eertain clerks and janitors. It is very .~s-y for the Democratic 
caucus to pro\ide that these mes enger , if appointed, shall be 
charged to the Democratic whip ·as part of the patronage of the 
Democratic side of the House. 

llr. FOWLER. Then, if that is true, might not all the pat
ronage of the Hou e be taken a.way from the committee on 
patronage by Yirtue of bills passed by the House? 

.Mr. l\IANN. I do not think so. I do .not think it has any
thing to do with that. Th~ reason I put in this proyision is 
that without it there is no authority fo1· anybody to a_p_point 
these mes.sengers. Heretofore we .named them specifica.lly, but 
nobody wants to name now the messengers for the whips, be
cause no one Imo\\" who the whips wi11 'be tmtil the new caucus 
meets. Without that there is n-0 proyision for anybody to 
appoint them. 

lUr. FOWLER. Why not provide for the place and leave 
the appointing of the e messengers to the future .Congress, the 
Sixty-third? 

Mr. MANN. Well, that requires the :preparation of an addi
tional resolution, and so forth, brought before the House. and 
i a minutia ..matter. The Democratic caucus can control -the 
question w.hen you settle in the next House, as you .will .ha-ve to, 
the question of patronage, and consider this as part of the 
patronage of the House as they consider eT'ery other p1ace, and 
taking into consideration all the .other places, they take thn.t 
into consideration. 

1\fr. FOWLER. I concede that the House might continue 
the e two servants in the House, but I do not concede that we 
ought to pass a law here prohibiting the majority of the House 
from adopting a method of selecting employees of the House 
as was fixed at the beginning of the .Sixty-second Congress. 

1\Ir. 1\IANN. 1\Iy colleague will recall, of course, that was 
done by the Demooratic caucus; .that is, in the caucus you ar
ranged and appointed a patronage committee. 

The CHAIHMAN. The iime of the gentleman from Illinois 
h:is expired. IT'he question i on the adoption of the amend
ment offered by the gentleman from South Caimlina. 

The question was tnken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
1\Ir. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, w.hat became of my point of 

onler? 
The CHA..IRMA...'T. The Ohair did not recall .the gentleman 

made one. · · 
.Mr. FOWLER. .Mr. Chairman, I desil"e to withdraw the 

point of order to ·relieTe the situation. 
Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chn.irman, :I move to strike out the last 

'\YO rd. , . 
Ileferring to the matter concerning which I offered or pro-

110 ·etl to offer an nmeudment a few moments ago, I wi h · to ~y 

j ust a few words. I stated when I proposed the amendment 
·that I was under :the impression that the law provides that 
'Where a vacancy occurred that the person elected to .fill that 
vaoo.ncy ,drew the salary of · a Member frnm the · time that the 
salary of his predecessor ceased. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. FITZGERALD] was under the impression that it was 
not a provision of law, but was simply a custom, and, .not 
being sure of my _own ground at the time, I readily accepted 
the statement of the gentleman from New York. But I ha\e 
since examined it, and, as a .matter of interest here, I will sny 
that section 5-1 of the .Re-vised Statutes make-s this proYision : 

Whenever a vacancy occurs in ettber House of Congress, by death or 
otherwise of any l\Iembei.,or Delegate elected or appdinted thereto, after 
th-: commencement of Congress ·to. which be has been elected or ap
pointed, the perwn elected or .appointed to fill it shall be compensated 
and !_)aid from .the time that the compensation of his predecessor ceased. 

So it seems unquestionably, .i\Ir. Oha.irman, that there is a 
statute providing for it. But the statute is wrong in principle. 
It ~s not based on any equity or any policy of right, and I hope 
to prepare an amendment--

Ir. JOHNSO~ of South Carolina. What is the dnte of the 
original enactment? 

l\fr. GARRETT. The date of the enactment is JuJy 16, 18G2. 
Now, there .has been a ca e upon which there was a report in 

the Filiy-ni:nth Congress, what is known as the PollUI'd case, 
in which the Committee on the Judiciary dealt with the ques
tion. That committee .held that .Representative Palla.rd was not 
entitled to the salary; but that occurred in this way: .Mr. 
Burkett, who was a Member of the Fifty-eighth Congress, was 
reelected to the Fifty-ninth Congress, but before the expiration 
of the Fifty-eighth Congre s he was elected to the Senate, 
and prior to March 4, 1905, when his term in the .Fifty-eighth 
Congres expired, he resigned_, the resjgna.tion to take effect on 
the 4th of March . 

l\Ir. Pollartl 'nis elected at a special election to succeed _him, 
and when he became a Member of the House in the Fifty-ninth 
Congress, some ID:Ontlls later. the Sergeant at Arms paid to 
him-and ·he was, I su_p_pose, of the opinion that under the Jaw 
he was .entitled to recei\e it-some $1,800. Becoming convinced 
later tl:~at he was ·not entitled to receive it, he sought to repay it, 
and a bUl was introduced to authorize the Secretary of the 
Treasury to accept it. The matter was referred to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary of the House, and upon inve tiga-tion 
they re__ported that under the peculiar circum tances of that case 
no yacancy really occurred in the Fifty-ninth Congress by rea
son of the resignation of Mr. Burkett, and that conseguently 
this statute did not -apply. That is one case of which I know 
that has been passed on by a committee of the IIou e. I repeat 
that this statute is not right. 

l\Ir. BARTLETT. Tbe gentleman from Tenne ee will recall 
that the Committee on Ways and l\Ieans, to which was referred 
a bill authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to accept the 
money and pay it into the Trea ury, made a·report that he was 
entitled to it. 

Mr. GARRETT. Yes; I think the gentleman is right about 
that. But to return, there ls not equity in that statute. I hope 
before thi-8 bill is finally .pa sed upon to prepai:e an amendment 
and prevail upon my D:iend .from South Carolina 1Mr. JorrNsoN] 
to return to the paragraph. I withdraw the pro forma amend
ment. 

Mr. i\IA::NX. There was nothing before the House before, but 
I hope the gentleman from South .Carolina will now bring 
before the committee a motion to rise. 

l\Ir. JOHNSON of South Carolina. .Mr. Chn.irman, in ,view of 
the lateness of .the hour, I JllOYe that the committee do now .rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker ha Ying 

resumed tbe chair, Mr. GARNEB, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H . . R. 26G 0-
the legislatiYe, .executive, and judicial appropriation bill-and 
had come to no resolution thereon. 

OH.ANGE OF REFRREXCE. 

By unanimo11S con ent, .r~ference heretofore made of .House 
Documents .Nos. 1029, 1040, 1042, and Senate Document No. 
959 was \acated, and the said . .documents referred to the com
mittee on Appropriations. 

.ADJOURNMENT • 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolim. Mr. Speaker, I mo-,1e thnt 
tile House do now .adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 30 
minutes p . .m.) the Hou e acljourned until Friday, December 6, 
1912, at 12 o'clock ·noon. · 
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EXECUTIYE COj\DfUNIOATIONS. ' 

Under·clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
his annual report on the state of the finances for the fiscal year 
ended June 30, 1912 (H. Doc. No. 9~8); to the Committee on 
Ways and l\feans and ordered to be printed. 

2. A letter from the Attorney General of the United States, 
transmitting to Congress his annual report (H. Doc. No. ~30) ; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary and ordered to be prrnted. 

3. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
a statement of the fiscal affairs of Indian tribes for the fiscal 
year ended June 30, 1912 (H. Doc. No. 1049); to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs ancl ordered to be printed. 

4. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a statement of the proceeds of all sales of old material, con
demned stores, supplies, and other public property for the ~seal 
year ended June 30, 1912 (H. Doc. No. 1048); to the Committee 
on Ways and Means and ordered to be printed. . . . 

5. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transm1ttmg 
a statement prepared by the Secretary of Agricultu.re showing 
the number of persons employed in meat inspection, the amount 
paid each, etc., for the fiscal year ended June 30. 1D12 (H. Doc. 
No. 1050) ; to the Committee on Agriculture and ordered to be 
printed. -

G. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of State subn;ii~ting 
an estimate of appropriation to continue efforts to mitigate 
the opium, morphine, and other allied drug evils (II. Doc. No. 
1043) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. 

7. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a 
report of the l\faritirne Canal Co. of Nicaragua, in accordance 
with section 6 . of the act of Congress appro•ed February 20, 
1889 (H. Doc. No. 1044); to the Committee- on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce and ordered to be printed. 

8. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
communications from the Assistant Secretary of W.ar submitting 
statements of all moneys arising from the proceeds of sales of 
public property for the fiscal year ended June 30~ 1Dl2 ( H, Doc. 
No. 1045) ; to the Committee on Military Affairs and ordered to 
be printed. 

!:>. A letter from the commissioner of the Freedman's Savings 
& Trust Co., submitting his annual report for the year ended 
December 1 1912 as required by act of February 21, 1912 ( H. 
Doc. No. 10J6) ; to the Committee on tbe District of Columbia 
and ordered to be printed. 

10. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a communication from the Secretary of the Interior submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for .collection of statistics concern
ing accidents in the mining industry (H. Doc. No. 1047); to the 
Committee on- Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

11. A letter from the president of the Board of l\fanagers of 
the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, submitting 
a report of the board for the fiscal year -ended June 30, 1912 
(H. Doc. No. 1009) ; to the Committee on Military Affairs and 
ordered to be printed .. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
.l\Ir. PETERS, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to 

which was referred to bill (H. R. 4434) to provide an allow
::mce for loss of distilled spirits deposited in internal-revenue 
warehouses, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. ~63), which said bill and report were referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND .l\IE.MORIALS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo

rials were introduced and severally referred a.s follows: 
By l\Ir. RA.KER: A bill (H. R. 26726) making an appropria

tion for continuation of post-office building at Grass Valley 
under the present limit, and for other purposes; to the Commit
tee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 26727) making an appropriation for con
tinuing improvement and for maintenance of the l\fokelumne 

• River Cal.; to the Committee on Rivers and Harb-Ors. 
A.ls~, a bill (H. R. 26728) making an appropriation for the 

deepening and widening of the channel and for snagging and 
win"'-dam construction for the improvement of the Sacramento 
Riv;r from Sacramento to Red Bluff, Cal.; to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. · 

Also, a bill (H. R.. 26729) appropriating money for the con
tinuing improvement of. harbor at the entrance to Huruboltlt 
Bay Cal. · to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Aiso, a' bill (Il. R. 26730) making an appropriation for im
proving the Sacramento and Feather Rivers, Cal., continui-116 
improvement, and for maintenance, including impro'i:ement 
abo•e Sacramento to Red Bluff; to the Committee on Ri,ers 
and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 26731) making an appropriation for in
vestigating the food habits of North American birds and ma~
mals in relation to agriculture, horticulture, and forestry, m
cluding experiments. and demonstrations in destroying noxi?us 
animals, and for investigations and experiments in connection 
with rearing of fur-bearing animals, including mink and marten, 
and for use in the destruction of ground squi1Tels on the na
tional forests in California ; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 26732) authorizing and directing the Sec
retary of War to cause a preliminary examination and survey 
to be made of the inner channels of Humboldt Bay, Cal., and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors .. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 26733) appropriating money for the ma1~
tenance of the improvement of the channel in front of Eureka, rn 
Ilnmboldt Bay, Cal.; to the Committee on Ri\ers and Harbors. 

By l\Ir. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 26734) to provide for a sur
vey for the construction of a continuous waterway from Boston, 
1\lass., to the coast of Maine; to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By l\Ir. LINTHIOUi\l: A bill (H. R. 26735) to provide for an 
examination and suney of Patapsco River and the Chesapeake 
Bay and channel to Baltimore with a view to increasing the 
depth of the channel leading from Baltimore to the sea to a 
depth of 40 feet· to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CLAYPOOL: A bill (H. R. 26736) to authorize the 
construction of a public building at Logan, Ohio ; to tha Com
mittee on Public Buildings a.nd Grounds. 

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 26737) to amend an act ap
proved October 1, 1890, entitled "An act to set . apart ~erta?,n 
tracts of land in the State of California as forest reservat1011s ; 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. · 

By 1\Ir. FOSTER: A. bill (H. R. 26738) to increase the limit of 
cost for the post-office building heretofore authorized at l\Iount 
Vernon, Ill.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By l\!r. RODENBERG: A bill ( Il. R. 26739) to enlarge the 
authority of the Mississippi River Commission in making allot
ments and expenditures of funds appropriated by Congress for 
the improvement of the Mississippi Rirnr; to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By l\lr. WHITACRE: A bill (H. R. 26740) to increase the 
limit of cost of the Federal building heretofore authorized at 
Alliance, Ohio; to the Committee- on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. l\lcCOY: A bill (H. n. 2G741) to provide for the 
purchase of a site for a public building in the city of Newark, 
in the State of New Jersey; to the Committee on Public Build
ings and Grounds. 

By l\Ir. MOORE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R .. 26142) to 
pl'O'\·ide a foundation and pe9'estal on. ground belo~gmg to the 
United States Government m the city of Washmgton upon 
which to place a memorial or statue to be :furnished by the 
State of Pennsylvania of Maj. Gen. George Gordon l\leade; to 
the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 2G743) for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building in the town of Front Royal, 
Va.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also a bill (H. R. 26744) to provide for the purchase of a 
site a.;d the ~rection thereon of a public building at Luray, Ya.; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By l\Ir. RODDENBERY: A bill (H. R. 2674.G) for the reduc
tion of postage on first-class matter to 1 cent per ounce; to the ' 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By l\lr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 26746) to amend an act entitled 
"An act to reincorporate a.nd preserve all the corporate fran
chises and property rights of the de facto corporation known 
as the German Orphan Asylum Association of the District of 
Columbia," approved February G, 1901; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HEALD : A bill ( H. R. 267 4 7) to P!O~ide for a si ~e 
and public building at Newark, Del. ; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By l\Ir. EV ANS : A bill ( H. R. 267 48) to grunt relief to Iler
sous erroneously convicted in court~ of the United States; to 
the Committee on the .Judiciary. 

By l\Ir. NORRIS: A bill (H. R. 2G749) providing for publicity 
in taking evidence under act of July 2, 1S90; to ~e Committee on 
the J udiciary. · 
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By :Mr. GUERNSEY: A -bill (H. R. 26750) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury to sell certain land to the trustees 
of the charity fund of Star in the East Lodge, of Old Town, 
l\fe.; to the Committee ou Pub-lie Buildings and Grounds. 

By .Mr. CLI.1.:'El (by reque t) : A bill (H. R. 26751) granting 
pensions to ·rnlunteer Army nm·ses of the Civil War; to the 
Committee on In'rnlid Pensions. 

By 1\Ir. LEE of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 26752) to increase the 
limit of cost for the con traction of the Federal building at 
Cartersville. Ga.; to the ommittee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Ily 1\fr. POU: A bill (H. R. 2G753) to increase the limit of cost 
of the public building at Rocky l\!ount, N. C.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings an Grounds. 

By· 1\Ir. GILLETT: A bilr (H. R. 26754) for the erection of 
a public building at Amherst, Mass.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. ' 

By Mr. RODDENBERY: A bill (H. R. 26755) to l)roYide for 
the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building 
thereon at Moultrie, in the tate of Georgia; to the Committee 
on Public Building and Grounds. 

Al o, a bill (H. R. 26756) to provide for the purchase of a 
site and the erection of a public building thereon at Dawson, in 
the State of Georgia; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 365) to 
permit CoL William C. Gorgas and .certain other · officers of the 
Medical Corps and certain officers of the Engineer Corps of the 
Army to accept sen-ice under the Republic of Ecuador; to the 
Committee on .Military Affair . 

By l\Ir. RIORDAN: Resolution (H. Res. 73~) to proviue for 
the printing and distribution of Washington s Farewell Ad
dr s; to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. SABATH: Resolution (H. Res. 733) directing the Sec
retary of War to submit to the House the late t saney of the 
Chicago RiYer; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

PilIY ATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIO:NS. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 

were introduced and severally referred as follows: · 
By Mr. ADAIR: A bill (H. R. 2G757) granting an increase 

of i1ension to 1\!ary Thomas; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. ALEXA.l~DER: A bill (H. R. 26758) granting an in
crease of pension to Joh.n W. Warren; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill ( H. R. 26759) g1·anting an increase of pension to 
Ephriam Cillrk; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ANSBERRY: A bill (H. R. 26760) granting an in
crea e of pension to Jacob Strunk; to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 26761) granting a pen
sion to Rachel A. Graham; to the Committee on InYalid Pen
sions. 

By Mr. BROWNIN'G: A bill (H. R. 267G2) granting a pen
sion to Haniet P. Hale; to the Committee on Inzalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKE of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 26763) grantin"' 
an increase of pension to Thomas P. Wentworth; to the Com': 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER: A bill (H. R. 2G7G4) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary F. Deane; to the Committee on Inrnlid 
Pensions. 

By 1\Ir. CRAGO: A bill (H. Il. 213765) granting a pension to 
Jennie Mc..VIurtie; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DA"GGHER'ff: A bill (H. R. 2G766) granting a pen
sion to Nice-y A. J.Jnuerach; to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sion . 

Also, a bill (H. R. ~G7G7) granting a pension to Almyra Van
cil; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Al o, a bill (H. R. 2G76 ) granting· an increase of pension to 
Eliz::i.beth W. Wilcox· to the Committee on Irrralid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. n. 207GO) granting an increase of pension to 
Emily A. Kennedy ; to the ommittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAYIDSO~: A bill (H. R 26770) granting an in
crea e of pension to Horatio D. Elliott; to the Committee o-n 
J.Dvnlid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILL: A bill (H. n. 26771) for the relief of Jameg 
Bartlett; to the Committee on l\lilitary Affair . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2G772) granting a pension to Helen Hascall 
Woodward; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2G773) to correct the military record o-:t 
John Quinn; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Al o, a bill (H. R. ~6774) granting an increas of pension to 
Charles G. Sanders; to the Committee on Inrnlid Pensions. 

By l\Ir. GOEKE: A bill (H. R. 2611ti) granting a pension to 
Henry 1\1. Agenbroacl; to the Committee on Invalid Pen iou~. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 26776) g1·anting an increa e of pen ion to 
Levi Boysel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 26177) granting an incren e of pension to · 
Maria E. Seib; to .the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 26778) gTanting an increase of pen ion to 
James Ligget; to the Committee on Invalid Pension . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 26779) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander Fleming; to the Committee on In>alid Pensions. 

By l\fr. HINDS: A bill (H. R. 26780) granting a 11ension to 
Oharles H. Boyd; to the Committee on Inrnlid Pension . 

By Mr. HOLLAl~: A bill (H. R. 2G781) far the relief of Ida 
Banks; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 2GI 2) granting an inc1·ease of 
pension to Dorothy E. Bacon; to the Committee on In>alid 
Pen ions. 

By 1\lr. LAWREXCE: A bill (H. R. 267 3) o-ranting an in
crease of pension to l\Iary 1\1. Jones; to the Committee on. Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a. bill (H. R. 26784) granting an increase of pension to 
Simon Hoafmyre; to the Committ~e on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 26785) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Hinckley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

1 By 1\Ir. l\IcKELLAR: A bill (H. R. 26786) for the relief of 
C. B. McKee, administrator <le bonis non of John R. McKee; 
to the Committee on Wa.r Claims. 

Also1 a bill (H. R. 2G787) for the relief of the Court A.venue 
Presbyterian Ohurch, incorporated as the First Cumberland 
Presbyterian Church of Memphis, Tenn.; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. llllER: A bill (H. R. 26788) granting an increase 
of pension to Rosa T. Wallace; to the Committee on In.Ya.lid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 26780) granting an increa e of pension to 
l\.Iary T. Hartigan; to the Committee on In\alid Pensions. 

Aloo, a bill (H. R. 26790) granting an increa e of pension to 
Frank T~ Sickler; to the Committee on In\alid Pensions. 

By Mr. SELLS: A bill (H. R. 26791) granting a pension to 
Daniel M. Blevins; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 26792) granting a pension to David A. 
Patton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 26793) granting a pension to Charlie 
Forbes ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill ( H~ R. 2.6794) granting an increase of pen ion to 
' William Collins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 26795) granting an increase of pengiorl to 
John J. Wolfe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions~ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 26796) grunting an increase of pension to 
' Samuel C. Robertson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 28797) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward McClellan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 26798) granting a pension 
· to Mary Earle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 26799) granting a pen ion to Anna M. 
Consaul; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 26800) granting an increase of pen ion to 
John w. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 26801) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiland Goodwin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensiolfs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 26802) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert S. Bloomer; to the Committee on In-valid Pensions. 

By l\Ir. STERLING: bill (H. R. 26803) gi·anting an increase 
· of pension to- Sterrett McClellan; to the Committee on Inrnlid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. TILSON: A bill (II. R. 26804) for the relief of .AJlcn 
M. Hiller; to the Committee on Military Aff· irs. 

By l\Ir. WHITACRE: A bill (H. R. 2:680'..>) granting a pen
sion to Austin P. Walker; to the Committee on InYalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 26 OG) granting an 
increase of pension to Samuel Amich; to the Committee on In-
valid Pens-ions. · 

Also, a bill (H. R. 26807) granting an increase of pension to 
Sylvester Oru'Y; tO the Committee on. Invalid Pen ions. 

PETITIONS-, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 

on the· Cle1·k's desk and 1~eferred as follows : 
By Mr. ASHBROOK: Petition of Eventide Council of the 

Daughters. of America!, o'f Coshocton, Ohio~ fa-voring the pas age 
of the Bnrnett immigration bill; to the Committee on Immigl'll.· 
tion and Natnraliza.ti€>n. 

By l\Ir. BURKE of· Wisco-n in: Papc-r to a comp:nny bill 
(H. R. 14192'} gr:mting a pen ion to Fiora Tnscott; to the Com· 
mittee on Pensions. 
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By Mr. FULLER: Petition of David ~lmley, -president .of the 
Illinois State 1,.ormal University, favori~ the passage of the 
Yocation.a1 ednca.ti-0n bill ( S. 3) ; to the Committee on Education. 

Also, petiti-0n of A. H. Bliss, Chicago., m, favoring passage 
of House bill 2920, pensioning military telegraphers; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensi-0ns. 

By l\Ir. GILL : Petition of the American Feder tion <>f Labor, 
favoring enacbnent of le.,,oislation decreasing the tax on -Oleo
margarine; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: Papers to accompany bill (H. R.. 1811' to 
grant a pension to Muri-0n West; to the Committee on Im·a.lid 
rensions. 

By l\Ir. HINDS: Memorial of Capt. Charles H. Boyd; to the 
Oommittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KAHK: Petition of .John H. Ilobills, of San Frnn
clsco, Cal., favoring the pas age -0f the Kenyon-Sheppard liquor 
bill, pre•enting shipment of liquor into "dry " territory; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey: Petition of the Intercon
tinental Rubber Oo.., Jersey City, N. J.., favoring the passage 
of House bill 26377, tQ establish a United States c-0urt of patent 
appeals; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LA WRENCEl: Petition of merchants of Greenfield, 
Mass., favoring enactment of legislation giving the Interstate 
Commerce Commission further power toward controlling the ex
press rates; to the Committee on Inrerstate and Foreign Com
merce. 

By Mr. LEE of Georgia.; Pu_pers to .accompany bill (H. R. 
2G70!) granting a pension to Stacy Ann Wacker; to the Com
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LINDSAY; Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
the State of New York, protesting against the placing of the 
Board of General Appraisers under control of any department 
of the Go"Vernment; to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Treasury Department. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Petition of dairymen of Texas, IJrotest
ing against the passage of any legislation removing the tax on 
oleomargarine; to the Committee on .Agriculture. 

By Mt» OLMSTED: PetiUon of the Woman's Home Mis
sionary Society -0f Carlisle Presbytery, favoring passage of a 
bill abolishing pOlygamy in the United States; to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SLOAN: Petition of the Union ThanksgiTI.ng Services, 
Osceola, Nebr., favoring pa.ssage of an effecti're intersmte liquor 
bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TILSON : Petition of the 11.'tew Haven Chamber of 
Commerce, favoring passage of bill (H. R. 2G277) creating a 
final court of patent appeals; to the Oommittee on the Judi
ciary. 

By 1\lr. UNDERHILL: Petition of citizens of Seneca Falls, 
N. Y., favoring a reduction in the duty on raw and refined 
sugars; to the Committee on Ways nnd l\Ieans. 

SENATE. 
FRIDA.Y, December 6, 191;~. 

P :rayer by the Chaplain, Rev .. Ulys es · G. B. Pierce, D. D. 
ALnERT B. FALL, a Senn.tor from the State of New Mexico; 

AsLE J. GRONNA, a Senator from the State of North Dakota; 
WILLIAM J. ST-ONE, a Senator from the St.ate of Missouri; and 
JoHN S. WILLIAMS, a Senator from the State of Mississippi, 
appeared in their seats to-day. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
proceedings when, on request of Mr. BRAND:EGEE and by unani
mous consent, the furthe1· reading was dispensed with, and the 
.Jom.·nnl was approved. 

DISPOSITION OF USELESS PAPERS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (l\lr. BACON). The Chair 
lays before the Senate a communication from the Secretary of 
War tmnsmitting, pursuant to law, reports of the chiefs -Of the 
several bureaus of the War Department, listing papers in their 
re...~pecti"ve offices not needed or useful ln the tran.._c::a.ction of 
business and having no permanent ra.lue or historic intel'P....st and 
recommending the disposal of the .same. 

The communication will be referred to the J"-0int Select Com
mittee on the Disposition of Useless Papers in. the Executive 
Departments. The Chail· .appoints as the committee on · the part 
of the Senate the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. CL..UrKE] .and 
the Senator fr-0m New Hampshire (Mr. BURNH.A.M]. 

The Seeretruy will notify the House of RepresentiUves of 
the appointment of the committee Qll the part <>f the Senate. 

REPORT ON ORDNANCE AND FORTIFICA.'I'IONS. 

The PRESIDEi\'T pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
Twenty-second Annual Report of the Board of Ordnance and 
Fortifications for the fiscal year ended June 3-0, 1912, which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs and ordered 
to be printed. 

SPRINGFIELD ARMORY AND ROCK ISLAND ARSENAL (H. DOC. 
NO. 1065). 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore la.id before the Senate a com
m11nication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, _pursuant 
to Jaw. statements of tlle expenditures, etc., of the Springfield 
Armory, Mass., and at the Rock Island Arsenal, Ill., for the 
fiscal year ended June 30, 1912, which, with the acrompmlying 
paper, was Teferred to the Committee on Military Affairs and 
ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES J, ALLEN V. UNITED STA.TES ( S. DOC. NO. 969). 

The rRESIDE:N'.r pro tempore laid before the Senate a com
munication from the assistant clerk of the Oourt of Claims, 
transmitting a certified copy of the findings of fact and conclu
sion filed by the court in the cause of Oharles J. Allen v. 
Umted Stutes, which, with the accompanying paper, was re
ferred to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

?.IESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of RepresentatiYes, by D. K. 
Hempstead, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had 
passed a bill {H. R. 22593) to amend an act entitled "An act 
to regulate commerce,'~ appl'oved February 4, 1887, and all acts 
amendatory thereof, by providing for physical valuation of the 
property of carriers subject thereto a.nd securing information 
concerning their stocks and bonds and boards of directors, in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. McCUl\fBER pre..<:ented petitions of sundl·y citizens of 
Inkster and Valley City, in the State of North Dakota, praying 
for tbe enactment of an interstate liquor law to prevent the 
nullification of State liquor laws by outside dealers, which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. ASHURST presented a petition of members of the Ari
zona Mission of the ~Iethodist Episcopal Church of Bisbie, 
Ariz., praying for the enactment of an interstate liquor law to 
prevent the nullification of State liquor laws by outside dealers, 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BROWN presented resolutions adopted by the Chamber of 
Commerce of North Platte, Nebr., faroring the enactment of 
legislation providing for the establishment of agricultural ex
tension departments in connection with the agricultural colleges 
in the se·rnral States, which were referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. RICHARDSON presented a resolution adopted at the 
Christian Endeavor Convention held at Laurel, Del., favoring 
the enactment <>f an interstate liquor law to prevent the nullifi
cation of State liquo1· laws by outside dealers, which was or· 
dered to lie on the mble. 

BILLS INTRODUCID. 

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows : 

By l\fr. SMOOT: 
A bill (S. 7618) granting an increase of pension to John l\Iil

ler (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pensions: 
'By Mr. GALLINGER: 
A bill (S. 7619) for the relief of La.etitia M. Ilobbins (with 

accompanying papers); to the Committee on Clnims. 
By Mr. MARTINE of New J"ersey (for Mr. BRIGGS) : 
A bill (S. 7620) for the relief of Ernest C. Stahl; to the Com

mittee on Military .A..ffairs . 
By Mr. MARTIN of Virginia: 
..A. bill (S. 7621) for the relief of James C. Hilton; to the 

Committee on Naval Affairs. 
By Mr. OVERMAN: 
A bill (S. 7622) for the relief of Stanley Mitchell (with ac-

companying paper); to the Committee on Naval Affairs. -
By Mr. TOWNSEND : 
A bill ( S. 1623) granting an increase of pension to Henry W. 

Bradley (with accompanying paper); and 
A bill ( S. 7624) granting an increase of pension to Royal II. 

Stevens (with accompanying paper) ; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By .Mr. McCUMBER: 
A bill ( S. 7625) fol' the relief of cert!lin members of the Five 

Civilized Tribes in Oklahoma; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 
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